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aa as to be passed without investigation. I[ i the public lands to the States of Florida and Ala- 


now my colleague has prepared himself with an 
elaborate argument upon the subject, and [ knew 
also that he has come to the conclusion that the 
claim is not well founded. 
investigated % so as to be prepared to take it up 
now. If have not had the means to doit; but from 
what I have heard my colleague say, from his in- 
vestigations 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will have to 
ask the Senator again, whether he withdraws his 
proposition to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table? 

Mr. WADE, 


I have got through with what I 


I do not claim to have | 


|} bama, to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads, was rejected when last under consideration. 
A motion was entered to reconsider the vote by 
| which the bill was rejected, and to lay the motion 
| to reconsider upon the table. The question upon 
the latter motion is the first business in order, it 
having been postponed until to-day. 
On motion by Mr. WATKINS, by unanimous 
| consent, it was 


Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files 
of the House the petition and papers of Daniel Witt, for 


|} the purpose of transferring them to the proper department 


wished to say. The bill passed under such cir- | 


cumstances that I think my colleague should have 
an opportunity to make his objections known to 
the Senate. 
it will pass; if not, it ought to be rejected. 

Mr. CHARLTON. I rise to a question of or- 


if the claim is well founded, of course || 


der—whether a motion to reconsider can be made 


by any one who did not vote with the majority 
to pass the bill? 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly not. 

Mr. CHARLTON. Then I ask, whether the 
Senator from Ohio voted in favor of the passage of 
the bill? 

Mr. WADE. 
passage. 

The PRESIDENT. Then the Senator cannot 
make the motion to reconsider the vote. The mo- 
tion must come from one who voted in the ma- 
jority. 

Mr. WADE. I voted with the minority. 

The PRESIDENT. Then the motion to recon- 
sider cannot be entertained. 

THE BOUNDARY COMMISSIONER. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the res- 
olution submitted by Mr. Wetter, on the 28th 
of June, for the a; ypointment of a select commit- 
tee of dive, to aeeoeale the charges preferred by 
Colonel J. McClellan, against John R. Bartleté, 
Commissioner te run and mark the boundary line 
between the United States and Mexico. 

Mr. CLARKE concluded his defense of Mr. 
Bartlett, and explanations were made by Mr. 
Weiter. [Mr. C.’s speech will be found in the 
Appendix.] 

Mr. HUNTER. 


I did not. 


1 voted against its 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Haves, its Chief Clerk, 


announcing that it had passed a joint resolution | 


providing for the distribution of the laws of Con- 
gress, and the debates thereon. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill from the House 
of Representatives, ‘‘ making appropriations for 
‘the current and contingent expenses of the In- 
‘dian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
* lations with the various Indian tribes, for the 

*‘ year ending June 30, 1853.” It is not my pur- 


I move that the resolution lie 
on the table, for the purpose of submitting a mo- 
tion that the Indian appropriation bill be taken 
up. 

The motion was agreed to. 


pose to go into it this evening, but I wish to have | 


it vending when the Senate adjourns to-day, in 


er that it may be the first business in order to- | 


morrow after the morning hour. 
The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 


Whole. 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Toespay, July 27, 1852. 
The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer || 
by the Rev. C. M. Burien. 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
The SPEAKER. The bill of the House, No. 
271, to grant the right of way and a portion of 
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| ing made when it comes before 


| during the day, and I hope each member 


| the Peusion Office. 


On motion by Mr. SCHERMERHORN 
| unanimous consent, it was 
Ordered, That the Committee on Claims be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petitions and papers of 
| David Bell, and of George 8. Claflin, and that they be sev 
erally referred to the Cominittee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 


Mr. OLDS. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House that I may withdraw the report, which 
I made yesterday, from the Committee on the 

| Post Office and Post Roads—being the post route 
| bill—in order that the committee may add to it 
such amendments as may be thought iaatabie, so 
as to avoid the necessity of such amendments he- 


[ think 


» by 


the House. 
there can be no objection. 


No objection was made, and the report was 


withdrawn. 


Mr. OLDS. f 


give notice to the members of 


| the House, that the report wiil be in the room of 


the Committee on the Post Office and Post Reads 
will ex- 
; route or routes are init. 
W hen will the committee 


| amine it, and see that his 
Mr. MOREHEAD. 

| report? 
Mr. OLDS. To-morrow morning. 


RAILROAD IN FLORIDA AND ALABAMA. 
The SPEAKER. The business before the 
| House is a motion to lay upon the table the mo- 
| tion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid upon the table, ‘granting the right of way 
| and a portion of the public lands to the States of 
Florida and Alabama for the construction of cer- 
| tain railroads in said States.”’ 
Mr. SMART. I move that there be a call of 
the House. 
The question was taken on the motion, 
| was agreed to. 
The roll was then called through, and also the 
names of the absentees. 
Mr. ROBBINS. I would inquire of the Chair 
if there is a quorum voting? 

The SPEAKER. There is a quorum—one 
hundred and forty members having answered to 
their names. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Then I move that all further 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
laying upon the table the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill which has been heretofore 
referred to, was rejected. 

Mr. SMART. U pon that question I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. 
ready been ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was deci- 
ded in the negative—yeas 74, nays 79—as follows: 

VYEAS—Messts. Aiken, Allison, J. Appleton, Ashe, Bab- 
eock, Barrere, Bibighaus, Boceck, John H. Boyd, Breck 
inridge, Joseph Cable, Caskie, Chapman, Chastain, Cleve- 
land, Curtis, Darby, Dawson, Dimmick, Duncan, Edgerton, 
Edmundson, Faulkner, Fowler, Thos. J. D. Fuller, Gam 
bie, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, Grey, Hamilton, Har- 
per, Isham G. Harris, Haseall, Hebard, Hillyer, Holladay, 
Thos. M. Howe, Thos. Y. How, Hunter. Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, Pres 
ton King. Kurtz, I.eteher, Mann, Martin, Mason, McLana 
han, McQueen, Millson, Morehead, Newton, Samuel W. 
Parker, Perkins, Riddle, Robbins, Scudder, David L. Sey 
|} mour, Origen 8. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Richard H. 
Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stratton, Sutherland, Thurs 
| ton, Townshend, Walbridge, Wallace, Washburn, and 
Wildrick—74. y 4 

NAYS—Messre. Willis Allen, William 


and it 


The yeas and nays have al- 


Appleton, Bis- 


RIVES.—TERMS 


| sell, 


| mand for the previous question; 


| Stratton, 


conversation. 


@3 FOR THIS 


New 


SESSION. 


Serres No, 122. 


Bragg, Brenton, 


Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George H 
Brown, Busby, E. 


Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, 'T. Campbell, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, 
Dean, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Fiteh, 
Florence, Gentry, Goodrich, Green, Hart, Haven, Hend 

ricks, Henan, Horsford, Houston, Howard, John W. Howe, 
Jackson, James Johnson, John Johason, Rebert W. John 

son, Kuhns, Landry, Mace, Marshall, McNair, 
Miller, Molony, Heury D. Moore, Johan Moore. Nabers, 
Olds, Outlaw, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Porter, 
Price, Robie, Sackett, Schermerhborn, Scurry, Smith, Stan 

y, Benjamin Stanton, A. P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stroth 

er, Stuart, Tayler, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Welch, Addi 

son White, Wilcox, Williams, and Vates—79. 


So the motion to ree 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
reconsidering the vote by which the bill was re- 
jected. . 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Has the previous ques 
tion been called upon that? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [I ealli 
question. 

The House was divided upon secondin 


Humphrey 


msider was not laid upon 


for the previous 
x thede 


and there were 


eo 


i< 


in the affirmative; when 
Mr. STUART demanded te! 
ordered; and Messrs. Penn and C 
appointed, 

The H mise WAS AAI divided, and the 


reported— iyes Ss, noes not counted. 


which 
ALDWELL 


lers: were 


were 
tellers 

so the previous question received a second, a id 
the main question was ordered t 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Tf voted on the mo 
tion to lay the motion to reconsider upon thi 
under a misapprehension. I ask 
consent of the 


’ he put 


*table, 


the unanimous 


Liou: se to change 


lt 


vote. 


trom the 


mv vote 
affirmative to the negative. make 
ference in the result of the 


No objection was offered, al d the 


will no dif 


change was 
made. 
Mr. SMART. I 
upon the mou 
The ven: 
The 


yeas 


eall for the yeas and nays 


: to reconsider. 
were 
tion was then taken, and there 


and nays ordered. 


que were 
76, as follo 

Willis Rissell, 
Briggs. B Albert G 
‘arrington Cabell, ¢ 
uidler, ¢ 


— - 
ib, nays 


VY RAS—Messr 
Bragg, Brenton, 
Hi. Brown, | ( 
Campbell, € 
Doekerv, Dotv, Dun 
ence, Henry M. Fuller, 
Henn, Houston, Howard, Jo 
Jolnson, John Joh Robert W. Johnson, Kulins, Lan 
dry, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, McNair, Miller, Mi 
Motony. Henry D. Moore, Jahn Moore, N Olde, 
Outlaw, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Porter, Sackett, 
Schermerhorn, Scudder, Scurry, Smith, Stanty, Benjamin 
Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens Martin, Strother, 
art. Tavior, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Welch, Addi 
White, Wileox, Williams, and Vates—76 

NAYS— Messrs. Aiken, Allison, John 
Babcock, Barrere, Bibighaus, Bocock, 
seph Cable, Caskie, Chapman, Chastain, 
Cleveland, Cullom, Curtis, Daniel, Daw 
mick, Dunham, Edmundson, Fowler, Thomas J 
ler, Gamble, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, 
Hamilton, Harper, Islam G, Harris, Hascall, Hebard, till- 
yer, Holladay, Horeford, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. 
How, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, J. 
Glaney Jones, Geo. G. King, Preston King, Kurtz, Letch 
er, Mann, Martin, Mason, McLanahan, MeMaullin, Milt 
Morehead, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Perkins, Polk, 
Robbins, Savage, David L. Seymour, Origen 38. Seymour, 
Skeiton, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Sutherland, Thurston, Townshend, Walbridge, 
Washburn, and Wildrick—76. 
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rooks 


John H.B 
Brown, 
ihiwell, Lewi 

bh. Dist 

», Fit 
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Jackson, James 


lark, Clin 
Durkee. Fidgertor 
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hn W. Howe, 
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Appleton, 
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Ashe, 
nridge, Jo 
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Dean, Dim 
D. Ful 


Green, Grey, 


aon 


son, 
Smart, 


Wallace, 

There being a tie vote, the Speaker voted in the 
negative; so the motion to reconsider the vote by 
whic): the bill was rejec ted did not prevail. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Has not the 


| morning hour expired ? 


The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illin When my 
name was called upon the last vote, I stated that 
I did not understand the question. Before, and 
when the vote was announced, I was engaged in 
I ask the consent of the I Louse to 
record my vote. 

[Cries ‘I 
House. } 


Os. 


object !”” “1 object!” all over the 


OBITUARY NOTICES. 
STANTON, of Kentucky. I 


desire to 


Mr. 


| make a report from the Committee on Printing. 
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Mr. CLEVELAND. Has the morning hour 
expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has, and the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. Sranron] presents a reso- 
lution from the Committee on Printing, which will 
be read. 

The resolution was then read as follows: 

Resolved, That the proceedings of the House and Sen 
ate on the death of Henry Clay, ordered by this House, and 
now in the process of publication, be bound under the ex 
isting contract for printing. 

Mr. STANTON. I desire to say in explana- 
tion of this resolution, that the book will make 
something over one hundred and fifty pages. It 
s less in size than the restrictions placed upon 
.00ks which are to be bound, under a resolution 
of the House some time since, hence the necessity 
of a resolution to obtain authority to bind it under 
the existing contract for printing. It will be pub- 
lished very neatly. 

Mr. KING . of New York. What willit cost? 

Mr. STANTON. About one shilling. 

The question was taken on the resolution, and 

was agreed to. 


I 
1 
i 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I move that 


the rules be suspended, and that the House re- 


solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on | 


the state of the Union. 

‘The question was put and the motion was agreed 
to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Oxps in the chair,) and proceeded to the 
consideration of House bill No. 282, making ap- 
propriations for certain rivers and harbors. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the Committee 
rose on yesterday the questions pending were, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama, {[Mr. 
Cons,| making appropriation for the ‘Tennessee 
river, and the amendment to that amendment, of- 
ferd by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dun- 
HAM,}] making an appropriation for a ship canal 
around the falls upon the Indiana side. 

Before proceeding to the consideration of the 
pending amendments, the Chair asks the indul- 
gence of the committee to state, in advance, a de- 
cision which he feels himself called upon to make, 
relative to the further consideration of this bill. 
And, inasmuch as this decision will be an inno- 
vation upon the practice of the Committee of the 
W hole on the state of the Union, he announces 
it in advance, that no member of the committee, 
when called to order under it, may suppose the 
Chair personal or invidious, and that the com- 
mittee, by an examimation of the question, may 
be prepared to sustain or overrule the Chair. 

The last clause of the 136th rule provides for 
discharging the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union ** from the further considera- 
‘tion of any bill referred to it, after acting, with- 
‘out debate, on all amendments pending, or that 
‘may be offered.’’ The Chair holds that this rule 
notonly absolutely precludes all discussion upon 
the merits and demerits of the bill, but that it also 
forbids all debate upon the pending amendments, 
and that if there was no other rule, making an 
exception, the committee would be compelled to 
vote upon all pending, or amendments to be of- 
fered, without discussion. 

The 34th rule makes the exception; but being 
an exception, it must receivea strict construction. 
It is as follows: 

\ny member shall be allowed in committee five min- 
utes to explain any amendment he may offer; after which, 
auy member first obtaining the floor shall be allowed to 
speak five minutes in Opposition to the amendment.’ 

The Chair will feel himself bound to give a strict 
construction to this rule; and will hold, that all 
remarks upon the general merits of the bill will be 
out of order as ‘‘ explaining”? an amendment, and 
that all remarks touching the demerits of the bill 
will be out of order as opposing an amendment. 

If the committee sustain this decision, the busi- 
ness of the session will be greatly expedited, and 
whether they do or not, the Chair will feel that in 
making the decision he has discharged his duty. 

The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dunnam;] and on 
that amendment tellers have been ordered. 


Messrs. Stevens of Pennsylvania, and Joun- 


son of Arkansas, were appointed as tellers. 
Phe question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 12, noes not counted. 


gentleman from Alabama, {Mr. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs 
upon the following a by the 


J OBB: | 
“Por surveying and improving the Tennessee river, 


$25,000 below, and $50,000 above, the Muscle Shoals in 
said river.’’ | 
Mr. COBB. I demand tellers upon that amend- | 
ment. 
Tellers were not ordered; and the question be- | 
ing put, the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SIBLEY. 1 offer the following amend- 
ment: 


For the survey of the Mississippi river between Fort 
Snelling and the Falls of St. Anthony, and also above the 
Falls of St. Anthony, with special reference to the in- 
provement of Sauk and Pike rapids, 25,000, 


Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amendment, | 


not pro forma, for the purpose of making a five 
minutes speech, but in good faith, and with an 
earnest desire that it will be adopted. Sir, it may 
be said by the Committee on Commerce who re- 
ported the bill now before you, that the necessity 
for theappropriation asked for has not been pressed 
before that committee. That is true; but it was 


no fault of mine that the subject introduced by | 


me as an independent proposition, was not allowed 


to take the usual course, but was ordered to be | 
referred to another committee. Had not that been | 


the case, I can assure the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, that he would not 
have escaped repeated visitations from me, with a 
view to secure his good offices in behalf of the 
small appropriation I now ask for, and its incor- 
poration Into the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. Chairman, it is of very great importance to 
the Territory of Minnesota, that a survey should 
be made of the Mississippi river, immediately 
below the I’alls of St. Anthony, as well as above 
that point. A report from a competent officer, 
based upon actual survey, will determine the 
mooted point, whether that river can be made safe- 
ly navigable ata low stage of water from Fort 
Snelling to the Falls. As a matter of justice to 
large numbers of our citizens, a proper examina- 


tion should be made without delay under the au- || 


thority of Congress. ‘The river above the Falls 
needs some improvement, in the removal of bow!- 
ders in the channel, and particularly in the dis- 
placement of the rocks at Sauk and Pike rapids, 
but for which impediments in the navigation, 
steamers might run from the Falls of St. Anthony 
to Pockegoma Falls, a distance of nearly four hun- 
dred miles. A part of the country through which 
the Mississippi runs above the rapids mentioned, 
as wellas below them, cannot be surpassed for 
beauty and fertility, and the removal of the ob- 
structions in that stream would be incalculably 
beneficial to the whole of the upper part of the 
Territory. ‘The Government would also be ben- 
efited by the increase in the sales of land, which 
would necessarily follow any measure adding to 
the facilities of intercommunication, like that an- 
ticipated by my amendment. I hope the small 
appropriation embraced in it will be granted, that 
Congress may obtain the requisite information as 


to the sum necessary to be expended for the im- | 
provement of the Mississippi within the limits of 


Minnesota. Inasmuch as the sum embraced in 
my amendment for a like purpose was included in 
the river and harbor bill which passed the House 
during the last Congress, and as the present bill 
contains not one dollar of appropriation for Min- 
nesota, I ask the committee to vote for my propo- 
sition, 

Mr. NEWTON. Iam opposed to this amend- 


ment because | am in favor of the bill. For the | 
amendment, if adopted, is calculated to weaken the | 


prospect of passing the bill. Every independent 


amendment is calculated to have that effect. For | 


each one that has been offered and rejected has equal 
merit with the one now offered. If amendments that 


materially increase the amount of the bill be adopt- 


ed, it opens the way for the whole class that have 
been so long neglected, that the amount would 
affrighten the friends of the bill, and thereby de- 
feat the object. I would vote for the amendment 
if it could pass; so I would for those that have 
been rejected. 


Improvement of rivers and harbors is one of 
the most important subjects. It has been neglect- | 
ed and its policy doubted for the last fourteen || 
years, until that which had before been done has || 
dilapidated and gone to decay to such an extent || 





—too long neglectec 
| we are near the close of the session, and have no 
time to mature a bill adequate in all its parts to all 
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that the sacrifice of life and property has aroused 
public opinion sufficient to command pablic action. 
The bill is ey too inadequate for the wants 


—of this great country. But 


our wants and necessities. I would vote for it if it 
contained bat one single appropriation of the num- 
ber it now contains; for by it we should revive the 
policy so long withheld, that the power is denied, 
| would support it because it is offered by the 
Democratic party. who heretofore have denied its 


| exercise in any practical manner. I would sup- 


port it because it commits the incoming Adminis- 
tration, whom in a certain event, without that 
committal, I fear would block it. But Jast, and 
most of all, | would support it because the coun- 
try and our best interest imperiously call for and 
demand it. I presume every member has some 
favorite amendment he would be glad to have 
adopted, but because he cannot obtain it, no friend 
of the measure will oppose it. The lake shore in 
northern Ohiois poorly provided for. Ashtabula, 
a point that has an appropriation, but since the 
bill has been reported, the harbor has received an 
injury that requires the amount to be increased. 
Conneaut, a harbor equally important with 
Ashtabula, and in the netghborhood, has received 


| nothing, and will probably be ruined in the course 


of another year, without an appropriation. To 
save it, it will be necessary to take some portion 
from the others and apply to this, and by it the 
amount will not be increased. Small as this bill 
is, there is probably as much as will be used be- 
fore we meet avain in December. 

There has been expended upon Lake Erie, in 
northern Ohio, from 1826 up to 1838, the following 
sums in the different years. Until that time no 
appropriation had been made by the General Gov- 
ernment in the State of Ohio: 
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In 1844 there was appropriated to Grand river 
$10,000, to Cleveland $25,000, to Huron river 
$5,000, to Ashtabula creek $5,000, to Conneaut 
river $5,000, to Sandusky bay $15,000, in all 
$65,000. Lake Erie may be said to be the great 
outlet to western trade and business. 

From the foregoing appropriations the following 
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harbors were begun: at Conneaut the improve- 
ment was begun in 1829; the river was then ob- 
structed by a bar, and frequently nearly dry, and 
rarely more than two feet of water; but since the 
pier has been begun a depth of from ten to eleven 
feet can be carried from the lake into the river, 
and after entering the river it is sufficiently deep 
for hal€amile. This harber is new the boundary 
line between Pennsylvania and Ohio, and accom- 
modates both States. The whole amount appre- 
priated from 1829 to 1844 is $48,305, and the com- 





merce of the harbor in 1846 was $380,475. At 
Ashtabula $69,149 has been expended. When 


the werk was begun not more than three feet of 
water could be commanded at the entrance; now 
it is adequate for the first class steamers one and 
a half miles, and the commerce in 1846 was 
$891,584. Cunningham river received approprt- 
ations from 1826 to 1838 to the amount of $28,668, 
from which appropriations very considerable busi- 
ness sprung up, ware-houses were built, and pro- 
duce landed; but in 1838 it was reported against 
by the Government commissioner, as not being 
suffic iently large to come within the constitutional 
provision, and it has been permitted to dilapidate. 

Grand river harbor is one of great safety. 
When the improvement commenced the river was 
obstructed by a bar; at first there were only six 
feet of water, now there are eleven. It is navi- 
gable two miles. The commerce of 1846 was 
$891,584 

Cleveland, by reason of these improvements, 
has become of great importance. When the im- 
provement began, the river was obstructed by a 
bar, and occasionally nearly dry; now ten feet 
of water can be commanded. The commerce of 
1846 was $12,559,100; the whole amount appro- 
priated is $149,413. 

Black river is navigable for about four miles; at 


first obstructed by a bar, and sometimes dry, and 
now nine feet of water. Its commerce in 1846 
was $215,040. 


Vermillion, by reason of these appropri: ations, 
has become an Important point; at first, not more 
than three feet of water, now from six to nine. 
Commerce of 1846, $137,770. 

Huron is also an important harbor, at first ob- 
structed by a bar, and sometimes dry; now ten 
feet of water. 

Sandusky is a very important harbor, and in an 
unfinished state. Its commerce in 1846 was 
$5,943,177. 


Upon this lake is employed, in connection with | 


more northern lakes, 160,520.71 tonnage of ship- 
The commerce of these harbors, in 1846, 
was $21,018,730. At most, orall of these harbors, 
are licht-houses, warehouses, and’ other conve- 
nient buildings for the transaction of an extensive 
business with the surrounding country. In all 
instances the sums appropriated were insufficient 
to complete the work according to the original de- 
sign, and for want of subsequent appropriations 
to finish and repair, they have been, and are now, 
in a dilapidated condition, by means of which, in 
many instanc es, there is great loss of lives and 
capital. By reason of the harbor at Cleveland, 

mainly, it has advanced from a common village to 
be the second city in the State, and bids fair to be 
among the firstin the Union. Sandusky, Paines- 
ville, Ashtabula, and Conneaut, from the same 
causes, have advanced from small villages to cities 
and towns of much commercial importance. 

By these Governmental appropriations a large 
amount of capital and shipping has been invested, 
which is now suffering immensely from the want 
of the continuation of the same policy, by which 
it was invited and encouraged. 


ping. 


I hold that the Government, by having com- 


menced this policy, and invited ‘the investment of 
millions of money and employment of hands, 
are now bound, by every consideration of policy 
and humanity, to continue it. 
heaven suffers so much as ours from a vascillating 
policy. 

From 1826 to 1838 this policy was pursued from 
year to year, until our lakes and rivers were cov- 


ered with ships, and our shores with cities and | 


villages; and all at once it was unconstitutional 

and impolitic to continue it, and, with the single 

exception of 1844, all appropriations have been 
withheld, and by it the country clad in mourning. 
No interest so much neglected, the consequence 
of which is so fatal to our prosperity. 

By this bill, many of the most important places 


No country under | 
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are provided for, others are net. It is the predu 
of minds entertaining various views of policy and 
expediency, designed as an introduction of that 
neglected yet not abandoned policy, under which 
our country so much flouris ed. Let us not ex- 
unguish the feeble light, but nurse it as a precu 
sor of that which is toceme. The amendment 
now sought is one among the many means cai- 
culated, but not designed, to defeat the object. At 
no period of our Government has the passage of 
a bil of this character been of more importance, 
or more ominous in its effects and consequences. 
Both of the great political parties of the country 
are its advocates and supporters, and the country 
acquiesces and demands it. 

‘The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Sintey was rejected. 

Mr. CURTIS proposed to amend 


inserting the following, viz: 


t | 


the bi 


Por removing obstructions in the Allegany, $I 


Mr. CURTIS. This amendment 
appropriate a small sum for 
structions which now impede 
the Allegany river. This river might made 
navigable at a very moderate cost from its junc- 
tion with the Ohio to the New York improvements, 
thereby aifording, after the completion of the Gen- 
esee valley canal, a continuous 
communication from the waters of 
and the St. Lawrence to those of the Ohio and 
Mississippi. {t may therefore be said with pro- 
priety to bea work purely national in ail its charae- 
teristics. If appropriations for the improvement 


proposes to 


the removal of o 
the navigation of 


be 


navigable water 
the Hudson 


| of the Ohio, such as is contained in tliis biil now 


under consideration, are constitutional and expe- 
dient, then the one asked for the Allezany, which 
is a mere extension of that river, is also constitu 
tional and proper. : 
lam not one of those who doubt the constitu- 
tional power of Congress to appropriate money 
for the improvement of rivers which are national! 
thoroughfares for our foreign or inland commerce, 
or the construction of suitable harbors for 
accommodation and protection of our shipping. 
It is a power which has been so long exercised, 
that if precedent is entitled to any weight in con- 
stitutional construction, may be regarded as set 
tled. The power to regulate commerce with 
foreign nations and among the several States and 
[Indian tribes, is sufficiently explicit to relieve 
my mind from all constitutional scruples upon the 
subject of appropriating money for the improve- 
ment of rivers, and the erection of harbors, by 
which our commerce can be extended and pro 
tected—or, to use the constitutional 
‘* reculated. The only difficulty has 
been to draw the line of demarkation 
those which were national and those which were 
loc al.g A general system of internal improvements 
em! racine roads and canals, has at this late day 
but few advocates. The doctrine may be regarded 
as fully settled during the administration of Gen- 
eral Jackson, in his celebrated veto message of the 
Maysville road, and acquiesced in by every suc- 
ceediney Administration, with the exception of Mr. 
Polk’s, whose construction would circumseribe 
the action of Congress on the subject of ee 
ments to narrower /imits than those of any « his 
predecessors. Upon that subject [ am induc me to 
follow in the foot steps of General Jackson, and the 
Democratic Presidents who preceded him, in their 
construction of the constitutional powers of Con- 
gress over riverand harbor improvements, and Lam 
rejoiced to see that the Committee on Commerce 
have adopted that rule for their guidance in their 
report of the bill now before the committee; 
the bill can be confined to objects purely national, 
and such as are necessary for the protection and 
extension of our commerce, it shall réceive my 
support. 1 confess, however, that my support 
would be more cordial, if the amendment which I 
have proposed should be adopted. 

The improvement of the Allegany comes un- 
der that class of national objects which are admit- 
ted to be constitutional, because national; indeed, 
it may be classified with a ms ajority of the appro- 
priations in this bill. 

Surveys have been made of this river by highly- 
competent engineers, and estimates made of the 
cost of its improvement, showing its entire prac- 
ticability, at a very moderate expenditure. It 
does not, therefore, come under the head of a new 
scheme or project. A very considerable commerce 


the 


language, 
always 
between 


and if 





is now carried on by means of steamboats and 
other craft upon this river, which run reguarly, 


as far up as !'rank- 
about one hundred and twenty 
ind iwwregularly to Warren, a distance of 
one hundred and eig miles from Pittsburg. 


‘bout stx months in the year, 
lin, a distance of 
mies, 
ghty 
» might be very materially augment- 
ed by the removal of some of the most preminent 
existung obstructions in the river, which this ap- 
propriation would aid in accomplishing. If the 
ittention Which the importance of this channel of 
communication dem towed upon ft 
river would 
Te all 
es of trade 
Ohio, 
This 
ommuptcabon 


ry 
his commers 


nds was bes 


by the General Government, the 
navigable durin 
interested In increas} 
New York with 
ovemente 
is th 


made the year. 


r the 


the 


* most of 
those 
| 


fact 


etween valley of the 


i it ~~ 
this impr specially comme ds itself 


river >only natural channel of ¢ 


onnecting the improvements of New York with 
the waters of Ui Ohio, from which the trade of 
New York ts cut off during the early part of the 
season, or has to seek ils way through ine, rove- 


ments in Pennsylvania, when a preference is, of 
course, given to the trade ot Pp hile delp hi 1,8 n! ject 
ing that of New York to great delay, inconven- 
ence, and increased expense. 


Mr. 
the 
of the aqueduct 
Pittsburg? 

Mr. CUR’ 

Mr. CAR 


i 


decision of 


STANTON, 


rentleman, 


of Ohio. ] 
whether he 
and bridge a 


should like 


propose Ss 


to ask 
removal 


erany al 


the 
ross the All 


IS. No, sir. 
TE R. Lwish to make, u 
the Chair, an argument in opposit ion 
to this amendment. I to fill the full com- 
pa the rule. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment, 

‘The question was then taken, and the amend 
ment was rejected, 


I 
I nder the 


propose 
i 


ss of 


Mr. BISSELL. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Illinois 
river, 50 000, 

The adoption of that amendment, Mr. Chai: 


man, will tend to remove, in some 
of the most obje 


measure, 
this bill-— 


one 


tionable features of its 
unjust and oppressive 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 
order upon the gentleman. 
Mr. BISSELL. Very well. 


be — out of my five 


inequality. 
{ raise a point of 
But do not let it 


, 
minutes” time. 


‘he CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair did not hear 
the re oe of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. FULLER. His remark was that his 

imendment would in some degree remove the in- 


equality of the bill. 
The C TAIRMAN. 


nileman from 


The ¢ 


Illinois 


shai holds that the 
must confine himself 
strictly to an explanation of his amendment. 

Mr. BISSELL. I shall certainly do so. There 
seems to be an extraordinary degree of sens! 
ness on the part of the gentleman from Maine, 
the other members of the who have 
introduced this bill. They to have an in- 
tive know that it cannot stand the test 
of examination; and in that I a with tl 
The amendment which T now submit proy 
priation of $50,000 for the improv 
During the last C what 
and this 
House, after a careful consideration in the proper 
committee, and after a lengthy discussion in this 
House; and it only failed in the Senate for want 
That bill may be regarded 
received the sanction of the country. 
approval. 

That bill contained an appropriation of €50,000 
for the improvement of the navigation of the I 
nois river. Now, | am ata loss to conceive wh 
new light the committee reporting this bill 
received that has induced them to reject that im- 
portant item ? How is it that the Illinois river 
has so dwindled in importance since the 
sress as to be entitled to no notice —noteven 
to be mentioned in an omnibus bill of thia sort? 
The former bill, with an appropriation of $50,000 
for the Illinois river, passed the House—failed in 
the Senate but for want of time, and was sanc- 
tioned by the country. Surely, then, the com- 
mittee reporting this present bill need have had no 
fears about ine caneantiiae that item for the benefit 
of one of the most important rivers of the West. 
Or, if 450,000 were large a sum, they might 
have posed thirty, or twenty, or ten thousand 
at least, for that object. Their map might have 


ive- 
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shown them that there was such a river as the 
IMinois, and that, ina business and commercial 
point of view, it was of some importance. 


The State of Illinois, atan expense of more than | 


$6,000,000, has built a magnificent canal connect- 
ing Lake Michigan with the Illinois river. The 
Illinois connects with the Mississippi, which flows 
directly on to the Atlantic ocean. Unless the Illi- 
nois is kept in a navigable condition, our costly 
canal is comparatively valueless. The State of 
Illinois, strong as she may feel herself, is yet too 
poor easily to bear a loss of $6,000,000. Is it 
possible, that while voting away millions for the 
improvement of harbors and rivers, Congress will 
refuse the trifling sum necessary for the improve- 
ment of the Illinois, and thus render, in a great 
measure, valueless the expensive and magnificent 
canal which that State has at such a great cost 
constructed? Let me call the attention of the com- 
mittee to one suggestive fact in connection with 
this subject ? 

The Illinois river stands in almost precisely the 
same commercial position that the Hadiod does. 
It is one link in the chain connecting the lakes 
with the Atlantic ocean on the west, while the 
Hudson constitutes a precisely similar link, con- 
necting them with the ocean on the east. The 
Illinois river, uniting with the canal, may be said 
to connect the lakes with the Atlantic ocean—so 
does the Hudson. In position and in commercial 
importance they are almost identical, except that 
the one is west and the other is east of the Alle- 
gany mountains. Now, for the improvement of 
the Hudson this bill appropriates $50,000; for the 
improvement of the [lhnois, nothing. Laltogether 
puss by the fact that the Hudson has heretofore 
received thousands upon thousands of dollars from 
the Government, while the Illinois has never re- 
ceived a cent, and complain only at this time of 
the injustice meditated by this particular bill. Sir, 
this bill is unequal, inequitable, monstrously un- 
just—if it be in order to speak of the bill. {Laugh- 
ter. | 

The CHAIRMAN. It is notin order to allude 
to the merits or demerits of the bill in discussing 
this amendment. 

Mr. BISSELL. Strictly speaking, T suppose 
not; but if I allude to it at all, what else can | say? 
[ cannot say that itis a just bill. [Laughter.} The 
chairman of the committee [Mr. Seymour] tells 
me to say nothing about it. That, no doubt, is 
the proper injunction to give to the friends of the 
bill, and upon their observance of that injunction 
depends its safety. [Renewed laughter. } 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I will agree that the 
gentleman from Illinois makes out a very strong 
case. If any case could be put where there has 
been an omission, the case he puts is one of the 
strongest, and particularly because this river and 
canal connecting with it have had from the Gov- 
ernment alargeapproepriation of theland of the Uni- 
ted States,a railroad some where in the vicinity 
of this canal has had a grant which the friends 
of it say is equal to $20,000,000. This, therefore, 
I say, furnishes a very strong case in behalf of my 
friend from Hlinois. 

Mr. BISSELL. Does the gentleman say that 
any land or money has been applied by the Gen- 
eral Government to the Ilinois river? 

Mr. FULLER. [understand that appropria- 
tion of alternate sections of land has been hereto- 
tofore made to aid in building the canal of which 
the gentleman has spoken. 

Mr. BISSELL. Yes, sir, and in addition to 
that, that canal has cost the State of Illinois 
more than $6,000,000. 

Mr. FULLER. I do not doubt that, and so have 
f great many other canals cost a vast deal of money 
which the Government has not contributed a cent 
towards; hence I conceive that the gentleman from 
Iilinois (Mr. Bissesi] has made outa very strong 
case ! 

Mr. McMULLIN. I rise to a point of order, 
[laughter] and itis, that the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Futier] should confine his remarks to the 
subject-matter under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that the gentleman from Maine is opposing the 
amendment. 

Mr. FULLER. I was only stating reasons 
why | could not go for the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BISSELL. 


I ask for tellers upon my 
amendment. 


Mr. WARD. 


to the amendment: 


For the improvement of the navigation of the Cumber 
land river, $49,000. 


I am only desirous to secure what I conceive to | 
be justice to that particular river, and in so doing | 


I hope that the House will not consider me unne- 
cessarily troublesome. I am not in the habit of 
demanding or asking at the hands of Congress 
any favor which my judgment does not clearly 
and conclusively show is right in itself; and when 
I am satisfied that what I do ask is right, I feel 
myself authorized to resort to all legitimate 
means for obtaining it. The Cumberland river, 
for which I desire an appropriation to be made, 
received, in the year 1832, during General Jack- 
son’s administraticn, an appropriation of $30,000; 
in 1834 it received an appropriation of $30,000; 
in 1836 it received an appropriation of $20,000; 
in 1837 it received an appropriation of $55,000; 
and in 1838 it received an appropriation of $20,000. 
1 think that these facts clearly and conclusively 
demonstrate the fact that Congress have uniform- 
ly, upon an examination of that stream, been sat- 
isfied that this was a stream of a national charac- 
ter, which demanded action at the hands of the 
General Government. It isa stream that is navi- 
gable for upwards of stx hundred miles, running 
through the States of Tennessee and Kentucky. 

But this is not the only point upon which I base 
the claim for an appropriation for this river. It 
is true that as great an amount of trade does not 
pass down that stream as down the Hudson 
river. Itis our misfortune to live in a country 
more sparsely settled than that upon the Hudson; 
but there are individuals living upon the Cumber- 
land who are as much entitled to the protection of 
this Government as those more fortunate, living 
upon the Hudson. This bill proposes to give to 
the Hudson river $50,000 for a navigation of one 
hundred and fifty miles, while the proposition I 
present is to give, for the improvement of the 
Cumberland river, $49,000 for a navigation of six 
hundred miles. It is not the number of individ- 
uals involved—it is not the amount of produce 


| which comesdowna stream, that ives it a national 


character. The duty of the Government is as 
great to protect half a dozen individuals settled 
upon a stream, which is national in its character, 
as it would be to protect a million. It is true, if 
they have not the same voting power—if they 
have not the same influence in attempting to 
thwart measures which are in themselves unjust, 
as would the million, yet, according to the princi- 
ples of justice, if we examine the matter philo- 
sophically, they have as much right to the pro- 
tecting arm of the Government as would larger 
numbers. We have no railroad in that country, 
by means of which we can transport our produce 
to market. We are dependent alone upon this 
single stream, and we are surrounded by moun- 
tains in every direction. The citizens who in- 
habit the valley of that river are industrious and 
enterprising; and I do hope and trust that the 
friends of this bill will not force from its support 
those who are in favor of the principle of the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors. They may 
find, if they force A, B, and C from supporting 


I offer the following amendment || 
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of Illinois and Indiana, for about three hundred 
miles. If the few obstructions which exist in that 
river were removed it would make it navigable all 
the season, except when frozen over. The ques- 
tion of its importance is nota new question be- 
fore the country. In 1832, an appropriation 
passed both Houses of Congress appropriating for 
this river, if I remember correctly, $100,000. 
That appropriation was vetoed by General Jack- 
son, upon the ground that there was no port of 
entry upon that river. Subsequently, the Con- 
gress of the United States made Lafayette a port 


of entry, obviating that objection, but from that 


time to the present, no appropriation has been 
made. Now, I am not disposed to make an as- 
sault upon this bill, and [ will state to the friends 


_ of it that I am in favor of its principles, and unless 


I change my mind—whether my appropriation is 
made or not—I think [ shall vote for it. The 
people occupying the portion of the State of Indi- 
ana which f represent, are in favor of such im- 
provements. Ve have our Wabash and Erie 
canal, extending from Evansville to Toledo, upon 


| Lake Erie—the longest canal in the United States, 


upon which our productions find their way North 
and South, and especially in a northerly direction. 
I feel as much interested in the improvement of 


| the Hudson river, the harbor at Buffalo, and al) 
_ these improvements in this bill, as any other man; 


but I do ask this committee—and | ask them in 
good faith—and [ ask it because | believe it is 


| right and just—to appropriate $50,000 for the im- 


provement of the Wabash river. There can be 
no objection to it. It isa small sum of money. 
I think it will be the settled policy of the country 


' to engage in improvements of the kind contem- 


| plated by the bill. 


this bill, that when the final vote is to be taken, | 
they will not have strength enough to carry out | 


this or any other improvement. I am anxious to 
see a system of improvements commenced, and I 
wish to see such a system established upon broad, 
just, and general principles. 

Mr. CARTTER. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WARD demanded tellers; which were or- 


| dered; and Messrs. Kine of New York, and 
| GaYLorp were appointed. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Warp’s 


| amendment, and there were—ayes 58, noes 59. 


So the amendment to the amendment was not 


| agreed to. 


“Mr. MACE. I offer the following amendment 
to the amendment: 


For the improvement of the Wabash river, $50,000. 


I offer this amendment in good faith, and I be- 
lieve it should be adopted by the committee. The 
Wabash river is a river that is strictly national in 
its character—as much so as the Hudson or any 
other river that has been mentioned. It is navi- 


| gable for most of the season, for four hundred and 


fifty miles, dividing the frontier between the States 








If itis to be the policy, let the 
precedent be settled in favor of the Wabash river 
as well as other rivers of a like character; let these 
appropriations be made, and then the country will 
become harmonious, and such appropriations will 
not enter into the political contests of the day. I 
trust, as I have before stated, that this committee 
will seriously consider my amendment, and vote 
for the small appropriation asked for in it. Upon 
the amendment I have offered I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CARTTER offered the following amend- 


ment to the amendment: 
For the improvement of the Tuscarawas river, $10,000. 


Mr. C. said: Mr. Chairman, it may not be 
known to the committee that the Tuscarawas 
river is a very important river, but it is a river 
that has flowed a great many years. When it 
commenced flowing, the history of the region of 
that country does not give; but, it is supposed, 
shortly after the subsidence of Noah’s flood. It 
is a very interesting river in its Indian legendary, 
and has been appropriated to national commerce 
long before the discovery of this continent by Co- 
lumbus. [Laughter.] Bark canoes have, in days 
gone by, floated down the Tuscarawas, and it is 
said that they always floated down easier than 
they floated up. [Laughter.] From time imme- 
morial its beautiful waters have been very im- 
portant; for, if it were not for the waters of the 
Tuscarawas, and some other streams, the Mis- 
sissippi river would be unfurnished with water. 
[Laughter.] In this point of view, the committee 
will perceive that it is of the highest importance 
to the national commerce of the country; and I 
hope that this recommendation of this river will be 
sufficient to move their vote one way or the other 
upon the subject. [Laughter.] 

There is another consideration which operates 
with me personally 

Mr. CLARKE. I rise to a question of order. 
I wish to know whether this is in pursuance of 
the order promulgated by the chairman this morn- 





| ing, or the higher law? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 


| the gentleman is giving his reasons why his amend- 


ment should be adopted, and that he is in order. 


Mr. BISSELL. I rise to a question of order. 
I think it is not in order for the gentleman to en- 
croach upon the province of Dan Rice—at any 
rate not in the House of Representatives. I make 
that point. [Langhter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. [Renewed laughter.] 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Then the 











1852. 


Chair decides that it is becoming in the gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Carrrer] to do so? 

Mr. CARTTER. Iam aware that my amend- 
ment may be opposed by other rivals. [Great 
laughter.] I willsay to my honorable friend from 
Illinois, [Mr. Brsseux,] that I do not wish to op- 
pose my amendment to the prejudice of his, and I 
am willing to admit, if he institutes a comparison, 
that the Illinois river is a little longer than the Tus- | 
carawas river; nevertheless, in the ratio of the 
amount of water, the Tuscarawas is just as im- 
portant as the [inois river. My own impression 
in reference to both is, that it will be found, in 
the lapse of time, that all these improvements 
had better be in the direction of supplying water. 
[Laughter.] For it will be found, in the history 
of the cultivation of the country, that the great 
difficulty is the want of water. Now, | hope, 
with these substantial recommendations of this 
amendment, that it may be placed alongside of 
and considered with others. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. [hope the gentleman may 
be allowed to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. CARTTER. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. STEVENS objected. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Carr- 
TER’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
not agreed to. 

Mr.CAMPBELL, of Illinois. [have an amend- 
ment which [ desire to offer. 

Mr. BISSELL. Task the gentleman from II- 
linois to withhold his amendment until a vote is 
taken on the amendment that | offered. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Very well; [ withdraw my 
amendment. 

Mr. BISSELL demanded tellers upon his amend- 
ment, but they were not ordered. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


For the improvement of the Rock river rapids, in the 
Mississippi, $50,000. 


Mr. STEVENS. 


| 


To increase the rapids? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, sir, to increase their 
rapid usefulness. [ intend, sir, to confine myself 
to the explanation of this amendment, and I have 
only a few words to say. 

In the bill reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce, the general appropriation for the Missis- 
sippi, Missouri, Ohio, and some other rivers, is 
made to take effect below the Des Moines rapids, 
about one hundred and fifty miles below the Rock 
river rapids, in the Mississippi river; therefore 
no part of that appropriation can be applied to 
the improvement of the Rock river rapids. That 
same bill contains an appropriation of $50,000, to 
be applied to the improvement of the Des Moines 
rapids in the Mississippi river, and to those rapids 
alone. No appropriation, then, thus far has been 
suggested for the improvement of the Rock river 
rapids, in the Mississippi river. Now, sir, these 
rapids are about eighteen miles in length, and they 
ofter to the free navigation of the Mississippi river 
almost insurmountable obstructions when the 
water is in a low state. Last spring the Post 
Office Department established a river mail from 
St. Louis to Galena, a point about one hundred 
miles above these rapids. Since the season of 
low water has commenced, the company having 
that contract have been under the necessity of 
stopping their large boats, and making arrange- 
ments to run boats above the rapids. It will be 
seen, therefore, for the national purpose of trans- 
portation of the mail on this great national stream, 
that the improvement of these rapids is essentially 
necessary. If, sir, the appropriation of $50,000 
should be carried into effect for the improvement 
of the Des Moines rapids, it makes it more neces- 
sary and more essential that some improvement of 
a corresponding character should be made in the 
rapids situate or located one hundred and fifty 
miles above them on the same stream. 

In 1837, under an act of Congress, and in obe- 
dience to an order from the War Department, an 
engineer made a survey of these rapids, and ithas 
been ascertained that the appropriation of a very 
small sum, something, of course, over $50,000, 
but $50,000 itself would make a very great im- 

rovement in the navigation of the upper rapids. 
he river is here crossed by chains of rock stretch- 
ing from shore to shore. The channel is narrow 
and ruinous, and there are ledges of projecting 
rocks, that reach into the channel, which are ne- 


| greatly cheapened. 
| certained that about half the expense estimated 


cessary to be removed. If these rocks were re- 
moved, the channel would not only be strait- 
ened, but it would be widened, and thereby make 
the navigation of it a great deal more safe and 
easy than it is at present. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. The remarks 
which have fallen from the gentleman from Illinois 
deserve a few words of explanation from the com- 
mittee, 

I would say that both propositions for the im- 
provement of the Des Moines and the Rock river 
rapids were before the committee. The charts, 
surveys, and estimates were all examined; and 
the committee were satisfied that the chief ob- 
structions to the navigation upon these rapids were 
in the Des Moines rapids at the lower part of 
them; and for the purpose of seeing whether these 
obstructions could not be in a great measure re- 
moved—about which there had been some doul, 
£0 much as to sucrvest the propriety of construct- 
ing acanal around both rapids—the committee 
concluded to recommend $50,000 for the purpose 
of removing the chief difficucty, the principal ob- 
structions, which we understood are at the ¢ 
of the Des Moines rapids. 


oot 


Now, if this opera- 


| tion—which we contemplate by this bill, and 

| which we have restricted to two chains as they 
| have been surveyed by an engineer, and are de- 
| scribed in the bill as the lower chain, and the 


English chain—should prove as successful upon 
a further examination, as we hope it will, then 
we can go on with propriety at a subsequent time, 
and make other appropriations for removing some 
of the difficulties to which the gentleman from lU- 
linois has alluded. The whole amount of the 
estimate for this work is, I think, nearly half a 
million of money. , 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. This estimate, 
it will be remembered, was made in 1837, when 
the country was unsettled, and when it was very 
expensive both with regard to procuring and em- 
ploying men, and obtaining materials to com- 
mence operations with. At the present time, sir, 
the country is densely settled, all materials are on 
the ground, and provisions and everything elseare 
Besides that, it has been as- 


a 


by that officer, would so improve these rapids as 
to make the navigation free and easy. I therefore 
do not consider that the estimate made thirteen or 
fourteen years ago, under the circumstances in 
which the country was then situated, is a proper 
estimate by which to judge of the expense that 
would be necessary for the proposed removal of 
these obstructions to navigation. 
Mr.SEYMOUR. [am gratified to learn that 
we may hope, at a future day, to perform this 
work, if the experiment which, with this $50,000, 
we propose to make in the most difficult part, is 
successful, at aless sum than has been estimated. 
But it was the opinion of the committee, and 
also of the Topographical Bureau, that $50,000 


would be all that could be advantageously em- | 


ployed during the present fiscal year. 

| hope the amendment, therefore, will not pre- 
vail. 

Mr. CAMPBELL demanded tellers, but they 
were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. COBB offered the following amendment: 

For improving the Tennessee river, $120,000, to be ex 


pended under the direction of the Secretary of War, above 
and below the Muscle Shoals in the said river. 


Mr. DUNCAN. I wish to raise a question of 
order, whether an amendment, substantially the 
same as the one having been once or twice pre- 
sented to the committee, and voted down, can be 
again offered? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not the 
same. It proposes a different amount, and there- 
fore the Chair thinks that it is in order. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, when | offered an 
amendment to this bill of $75.000, a few days 
since, I offered it then, as I do this now, in good 
faith. I understood, in the course of the discus- 
sion upon the various amendments, and, in fact, 
in relation to the very one I offered of $75,000, 
that there was particular objection to it, because 
it was not large enough. I have understood, sir, 
that there were men in this House who deter- 
mined to vote against that amendment, because 
the amount was not large enough. Now, when | 
offered that amendment of $75,000, I did it witha 
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alone to legitimate objects. 








i941 


view to make it correspond with the principle of 
the bill proposed by the committee. I observed, 
very clearly, from an examination of that bill, that 
the object of the committee was to apprepriate 
They omitted some 
evidently, and the second object was to curtail the 
expenditure at this time as much as possible. 1 
thought then that this $75,000, perhaps, would 
be about the proportion that that particular sec- 
tion of country ought to have, compared with the 
amounts that the bill proposed then to apprepri- 
ate. Since then I have been told that that amount 
would not be worthy of consideration, and from 
the action of this House, when I eal 


but three solitary 


ed for tel ers, 
rentiemen rising, and when my 
vote was taken, no more than five voting for it, it 
was evident that [ was mistaken in the am sunt, 
and I now propose to increase tt to $120,000 

Sir, when [ was discussing the propriety of the 


ippropriation for the Tennessee river, whet 


1 last 
addressed this House, l did 80 with wreat 1 } 


ance. I do so with great reluctance now, 
assure the House and the country that nothing is 
more taxing to me I was going to say to m 
modesty—than to rise and address this House 


upon But, sir, duty is the highest 
law with which | am acquainted. Duty demands 
that Ishould make a strenuous effort, and I tell 
this House and the country that itis the last effort 
I intend making for the improvement of the Ten- 
If 1 do not succeed in this, I beg to 
say that whenever the substitute is proposed for 
this bill, I intend to ilthough t 


any occasion 


hnessee river. 


vote against tf, ¢ 


ennessee has ul of 
that l belreve 
i shall vote against it 
upon the ground that | believe such a bill ought 
not to pass this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order. 

Mr. COBB. 
il stantly. 

I believe, sir, that the sum of $120,000 ought to 
be appropriated for the purpose of improving the 
Tennessee river. When I addressed the commit- 
tee before, | believe I was ‘floundering upoin the 
rock just below Chattanooga, and endeavorng to 
descend, but now [ will turn from that rock, and 
pass upwards, There are, as | understand, many 
individuals who inquire as if it had been a doubt- 
ful thing heretofore—and I suppose this is more 
playfully than otherwise—where is the Tennessee 
river? The Tennessee river that this amendment 
proposes to improve, rises in the States of North 
Carolina and Virginia, and proceeds through both 
those States into the State of Tennessee. It then 
runs through Tennessee into Alabama, in the 
northeastern portion of that State, entirely through 
the State of Alabama; it then proceeds into a 
portion of Mississippi—or, at least, we may say 
Mississippi bounds that river upon the South— 
passing between the States of Tennessee and 
Mississippi, then into the State of Tennessee and 
into Kentucky, and empties into the great Ohio. 

Mr. COBB asked for'tellers; but they were not 
ordered. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Cosp’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. McNAIR offered the following amend- 


ment: 


I river there 
$50 000. I do this for the 


, ian mb 
the substitute is improper. 


ppropriation 


reason 


The ge ntleman is not 


} 
ID 


I will return to my amendment 


For the repairs of the works at Mareus Hook, on the 
Delaware river, below Philadelphia, #5,000. 

Mr. MeN. said: Mr. Chairman, although this 
is a good bill and more moderate in its appropri- 
ations than some former ones, yet I do not think 
it is perfect. ‘These piers, for the repair of which 
I ask a small appropriation, were not built by the 
Government, but they were ceded to it by the 
State of Pennsylvania. Therefore there can be 
no ground for saying that these piers cost the Gov- 
ernment anything originally. They are now ina 
state of dilapidation, and are almost useless OR 
account of theirdecay. The materials are rotting, 
and the mud is covering them over. When these 
piers were ceded to the Government by Pennsyl- 
vania, it was the understanding and the agreement 
that the Government should keep them in repair 
for the benefit of commerce on the Delaware river, 
Therefore there is an obligation on the part of this 
Government to keep them in repair; and she does 
not act in good faith towards Pennsylvania if she 
does not. The report of the Topographical Iin- 
gineer concludes with calling the “attention to the 
‘ fact not generally known that the United States, 
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‘in accepting the cession from the States of Dela- 
‘ware and Pennsylvania of the harbors on the 
‘ Deluware, being those of Port Penn, Newcastle, 
‘ Marcus Hook, and Chester, guarantied to keep 
‘them in repair.”’ 

‘The citizens of the town of Marcus Hook, in 
their memorial to Congress, ask $20,000; but in 
this amendment I only ask for them the small 
sum of $5,000, in order that, being so reasonable, 
I might get what [ ask. 1 hope it will be borne 
in mind by this House that these piers are situ- 
ated on the west side of the river Delaware, which 
is at that place about three miles in width, and 
that all the vessels sailing to and from the great 
city of Philadelphia, containing four hundred and 
nine thousand imbhabitants, sal by these piers. 
Now, it may seem to some persons in this House 
that the repair of these piers is not of much im- 
portance to commerce; but we must take into 
consideration that these piers are the cause of a 
little harbor being formed below them for vessels 
of large size, end that that harbor in times of 
storm, and most especially when the river is full 
of ice, is a matter of very great importance. 
Many times in the winter vessels of large size find 
protection there from the ice. 

{ cannot agree with some gentlemen of this 
Hiouse, who think that the West and North get 
too little appropriation in proportion to the East. 
There are in the bill $86,000 for the Delaware river 
below Philadelpa, and none above on tide-water, 
a distance of forty miles. Now, Philadelphia is 
a large city, and her commerce extends to every 
commercial country in the world, and Pennsylva- 
nia is a large State, asking for appropriations for 
none of her rivers except the Delaware, and we 
think, in proportion to other parts of the United 
States,the amount is small. From thecalculation 
that I have made, I find that the Atlantic States 
obtain, according to the present bill, $377,000; the 
Southwest and West $535,000; and the North on 
the lakes $503,000. ‘This seems to be a pretty 
good division in the different sections of the Union. 

There is one thing said about the East which I 
think is unjust, and that is, that the Atlantie States 
have received a very large amount from the Gov- 
ernment for their rivers and harbors many years 
ago,and therefore they should not receive so much 
now. It should be remembered that the old States 
paid for all these things themselves long before the 
new States came into the Union, and they have 
now equal right to appropriations with the new 
ones, 

‘The question was then taken on theamendment 
offered by Mr. McNatrr, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. It seems to me that 
there have been votes enough taken to satisfy this 
committee that no amendment is intended to this 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose an amendment ? 

Mr. STANTON. Yes, sir; [ move to strike 
out the first section of the bill, from the third to 
the seventh line. 

The CHAIRMAN. We have passed that part 
of the bill, and therefore no amendment to it is in 
order. We are now at the eighth line. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I move to strike out 
the words, ** For the continuation of the Delaware 
breakwater, $30,000.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I suppose that there have been 
votes enough taken to satisfy this committee that 
no amendment is to be made to the bill by way of 
addition. I now propose to see whether this com- 
mittee will make any amendment by way of sub- 
traction. 

The Committee on Commerce appropriate for 
the Atlantic coast a large part of the $1,500,000, 
and the great Mississippi valley, embracing one 
half ef the population and more than one half of 
the commerce of the country, gets only one sixth 
of the appropriations. The Mississippi and its 
tributaries have an appropriation of $260,000, out 
of $1,500,000, which is only one sixth of the ag- 
gregate amount. Every one knows that the ap- 
propriations for the eastern section and for the 
Atlantic slope are for the improvement of tide- 
water rivers, where there are no obstructions to 
navigation. Here is an appropriation of $50,000 
to the Hudson, a stream without obstructions, 
and where there never has been a solitary vessel 
lost by obstructions to the navigation; whilst upon 
the Ohio, to which we have not appropriated a 
dollar for fourteen years, four bundred and fifty 


lives have been lost within a year. Now, I ask 
the Representatives of the Mississippi vailey, if 
they intend that these appropriations shall all go 
eastward and to the Atlantic coast, and if the one 
half of the population of the country which they 
represent, is to be content with one sixth of the 
appropriations contained in these river and har- 
bor bills? I myself am prepared to strike at the 
enacting clause of the bill, and to take the respon- 
sibility before the country of defeating the whole 
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bill, unless there 1s to be something like equality. 
It does so happen, strangely enough, that the ma- | 
jority of the committee which reported this bill | 


are from the Atlantic slope. 
Mr. CLEVELAND. Are these remarks in 
order? 


The CHAIRMAN. 


They are not. The gen- 


tleman must confine his remarks strictly to his | 
amendment, and show why this appropriation | 


should be stricken out of the bill. 


Mr. STANTON. Then I have nothing more 


to sav. 


Mr. RIDDLE. As the gentleman from Ohio 


has given no reasons why his amendment to strike | 
out the appropriation for the Delaware break water | 


should prevail, it may, perhaps, be unnecessary 


for me to detain the committee with a word upon | 


the necessity of that appropriation. 


of this House who, knowing the advantages of 
this breakwater to the commerce of our country, 
the condition of the work, and that it has been 
constructed by Congress at an expense of hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars, perhaps millions, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 
Marsnacr,}] would now be willing to strike out 
an appropriation which will enable us to complete 
and preserve it. ‘his, sir, is nota State matter. 
lt is not, because it bears the name of the Dela- 


ware breakwater, a State improvement. It is es- 


sentially a national work, and one in which the | 


citizens of New Orleans, or avy commercial eity 
of the United States, have more interest than the 
citizens of Delaware. j 
hundred vessels, from every section of the United 
States, and from almost eyery portion of the world, 
to be at one time riding in safety in this break- 


water; whereas, if it had not been there, perhaps {| 


one fifth of these vessels would have been lost, 
and the lives on board destroyed. Sir, when I say 
it is the interest of the Government to complete 
this work, | speak of what I am well convinced. 
My attention was directed to the subject some time 
since. My observation has taught me that the 
amount reported by the committee will not only 


enable the Government to replace the stones which | 


have been washed away, but lay upon thema cap- 


. ; ; . pies 1 . | 
ping, or heavy course, which will resist the storms 


and ice, and preserve the substructure from the 
effects of the lashing waves. Yet the gentleman 
from Ohio rises from his stat, and, with coolness 
and deliberation, moves to strike out this appro- 
priation, small as it is, which is calculated, not 
only to preserve the work which has been done, 


but to complete it, and protect, toa great degree, \ 


the commerce of the country and the world. 

Sir, vessels from ail parts of the Union are com- 
pelled, at times, to seek this breakwater for safety. 
The rice and cotton of the South; the preducts of 
the Middle States, and the manufactures of the 
North, as well as the most valuable cargoes of 
foreign goods, frequently float there, side by side, 
and, during the raging of the storm, defy the 
winds and the waves. This protection to our 
commerce has been afforded by an American Con- 
eress, but not quite to the extent it deserves. If 
the work be not speedily completed, that which 
has already been constructed must inevitably be 
destroyed, and Congress will, at an early day, 


|| have to appropriate four times the amount now 
| asked for. 


I therefore trust that the proposition 
of the genUeman will be voted down. 

Mr. STANTON called for tellers; but they 
were not ordered. 

And the question being taken upon the amend- 
ment, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. TUCK. I desire to offer an amendment 
to that clause. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
question of order. 
the clause, no amendment to it is in order. 


The CHAIRMAN. A motion to strike out 


does not preclude a motion to amend, according | 


to our rules. 


_ Suly 27, 


Mr. MARSHALL. I havealways understood 
that after the vote was taken on a motion to strike 
out a clause, it could no longer be amended. 

TheCHAIRMAN. That is the parliamentary 
law, but an exception is made byour rules. The 
53d rule is as follows: 


‘* & motion to stike out and msert shall be deemed indi- 
visible; but a motion to strike out being lost, shall pre- 
clude neither amendment nor a motion to strike ost and i 
sert.’’ 


Mr. TUCK offered the following amendment: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Iinois 
river $44,000.”’ 

Mr. T. said: Mr. Chairman, as an eastern man, 
when i had taken a survey of the appropriations 
contained in this bill, | confess I was surprised 
that the Hlinois river had not received any atten- 
tion from the committee. [| believe it to be an 
oversight on the part of the committee, and if they 
had received and had had before them the inform- 
ation which has been laid before this committee, 
they must have been unanimous in favor of some 
appropriation for the Illinois river. 

| proposed this amendment, being fully aware 
that the committee have several times voted down 
propositions to improve this river; buat I believe 
that a more full consideration of, and a more care- 


|| ful inquiry into, the importance of this river will 
Mr. Chairman, | presume there is no member | 


lead to a different result. [t has some two hun- 
dred and fifty miles of navigable waters, making 
it one of the most important rivers in the West. 
Having traveled severa! time over that river, I 
have been astonished at the amount of business 
done upon it—at the magnitude of its commerce 


|; compared with that of the Ohio and Mississippi 


|] have known nearly two } 


I rise toa 
After a motion to strike out | 





rivers. I ask the committee to remember this 
fact. There are more arrivals of steamboats at 
St. Louis from the Hlinois than from any other 
| western river. 
(| Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman allow me 
} toask hima question? What particular points 
upon the Illinois river need improvements ? 

Mr. TUCK. There are twenty-eight bars be- 
tween La Salle and the mouth of the Illinois, which 
are impediments to the navigation of this river- 
By the removal of some four of these bars, at a 
cost of some $50,000, the capacity of the river 
will be increased, as shown by surveys, so that it 
will exceed that of the Ohio river. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I rise to a 
question of order. The point I wish to make is 
this: That the mere change of the sum for the 
accomplishment of the same object is not such a 
change as to allow the amendment to be offered 

| again after having been once rejected. After it 
has been once rejected by the committee, the rule 
excludes it from being offered again. 

Mr. TUCK. That point has been overruled 

| within half an hour. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If we are to understand that 
any change of sum, from one cent to half a mil- 
lion of dollars, will permit the same amendment to 

| be offered over again we shall never get through 
with this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
, according to the practice of the committee such 
amerdments have been allowed, and he does not 
feel authorized to change that practice. He over- 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I then take an appeal, and I 
hope the committee will decide that amendments 
| can be offered once and no more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ar- 
| kansas raises the point of order, that an amend- 
ment, having been once offered for the improve- 
ment of the INinois river, and voted down, that it 
is not in order to offer another amendment appro- 
yriating a different sum for the same purpose. 
|| The Chair overrules the point of order. From 
that decision the gentleman from Arkansas ap- 
peals, and the question now is, ‘* Shall the decis- 
ion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
committee ?”” 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
announcing the passage by that body of the fol- 
lowing bills: 

|| Joint resolution for the relief of George R. C. 
| Floyd, late Secretary of Wisconsin Territory, and 
sureties; and 

An act to protect actual settlers upon the land 
upon the line of the Central Railroad and branches, 
by granting preémption rights thereto. ] 

Mr. JOHNSON demanded tellers upon the ap- 
\| peal; but they were not ordered. 





1852. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I amsure the question could 
not have been understood. I call tora division 
upon the question. 

The House was then divided, and there ap- 
peared to be no quorum voting. 

By unanimous consent, tellers were then or- 
dered; and Messrs. Cuanpier and Lercuer 
were appointed. 

The question was again put, and the tellers re- | 
ae 90, noes not counted. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained as 
the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. TUCK, (resuming.) I have proposed this 
amendment not because [ had any particular par- 
tiality for the western country, but because I be- 
lieved an appropriation ought to be made for the 
improvement of this river, if any harbor and river 
bill should ever pass Congress. The Illinois river 
passes through the great State of Llinois, embra- 
cing a tract of country of greater fertility than 
any other of equal extent in the whole country. 
That State now sends seven Representatives to 
Congress, and in the next Congress will send 
nine. The Illinois river runs through the richest 
portion of that country, and connects and commu- 
nicates, by means of other rivers, with the most 
distant parts of the State. I think if the commit- 
tee will consider the magnitude of this river, and 
the extent of the commerce carried over it, they 
will consent to include this appropriation in the 
bill. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I desire to know if the 
gentleman is not acting under the five minute 
rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time taken up by the 
point of order which was raised is not taken out 
of the gentleman’s time, and his five minutes have 
not yet expired. 

Mr. TUCK. I hope gentlemen will permit this 
general system of internal improvement to be per- 
fected by introducing this meritorious item. They 
may be prevented hereafter from adopting any 
‘** general system;’’ and I advise them to make the 
present system as perfect as —a Let them 
do all they can to develop the resources of the 
country before they become bound, hand and foot, 
according to the Democratic platform, against all 
improvements, either for East or West. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I 
am opposed to this amendment, both as an eastern 
man and asa fair-minded man. As an eastern 
man, lam opposed to it upon this ground: [f west- 
ern men are disposed to put eastern men in a 
wrong position, [am disposed to correct them. 
Now, sir, this bill contains within it appropria- 
tions for improvements west of the slope of the 
Allegany range of mountains to the amount of 
$717,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
the gentleman that he must confine his remarks 
strictly to showing why this particular amendment 
should not be adopted. 

Mr. FULLER. That is precisely what I am 
doing. Iam bringing my argument directly to 
bear upon the point to show why the gentleman’s 
amendment should not prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
that any remarks upon the general merits or de- 
merits of the bill are not in order. 

Mr. FULLER. Certainly. 1 am bringing my 
remarks to show why the appropriation should 
not prevail. 


The CHAIRMAN. The pointthe Chair makes | 


is, that the rule closing debate is positive, and 
that the rule granting five minutes’ debate must be 
construed strictly to apply to remarks in explana- 
tion of the amendment or in opposition to the par- 
ticular amendment under consideration. No allu- 
sion can be made to the merits or demerits of the 
bill itself. 

Mr. FULLER. Well, sir, I will endeavor to 
confine myself to the rules prescribed by the 
Chair. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to make a suggestion. 
While I believe the Chair to be decidedly correct 
in his decision, | beg to ask this question: Sup- 

ose the amendment offered was already provided 
in the bill, would it not be competent to oppose it 
upon the ground that the very same provision was 
in the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. STUART. 
gentleman was doing. 


Mr. FULLER. 


Certainly. 





Well, that is just what the 


I am very much obliged to the 
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gentleman for his suggestion. I say the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New Hampshire 
should not be adopted, because it will be doing in- 
justice to other sections of the country, and be- 
cause it would be making an appropriation for a 
section of country which has no claim upon the 
Government, and which has been amply and lib- 
erally provided for. 

Mr. TUCK. Then I understand the gentleman 
to object to this amendment because the West 
have already larger appropriations than the East. 
Now, | would ask him if the West have not voted 
for appropriations to be expended upon the Atlan- 
tic coast many times when they had not one dol- 
lar appropriated to themselves? 

Mr. FULLER. Not tomy knowledge. Lam 
not aware of any bill of this kind in which the 
western country has not its full share of the pub- 
lic money. 

Another reason why I am opposed to the appro- 
priation recommended in the amendment of the 
gentleman from New Hampshire is, that there are 
no estimates from the proper Department for the 
amount required upon that river. There are no 
particular obstructions pointed out, and no partic- 
ular estimates for the removal of those obstruc- 
tions; so that the committee can determine whether 
the appropriations contained in this amendment 
are proper or not. 

Mr. YATES. In the remarks which I sub- 
mitted upon this subject on Saturday, I showed 
that estimates had been made. [ referred to a re- 
| port of the Topographical Bureau made to the 
Senate, showing what those obstructions were, 
and their number. This information the gentle- 
man can find in my printed speech, published in 
the Globe of this morning. 

Mr. FULLER. I do not pretend to deny that 
there may have been at some time an exploration 
and survey of the Illinois river. What I desire to 
say is, that there has been no survey, accompany- 
ing the sum which it is now proposed to appro- 
priate, showing its pertinency to the improvement 
for which it is to be made. 

The question being upon the adoption of the 
amendment, 

Mr. TUCK demanded tellers; which were not 
ordered. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. 
ment, viz: 

For the removal of a bar in Sandusky Bay, on Lake Erie, 
at the mouth of Sandusky river, $10,000, 


I offer the following amend- 


Mr. Chairman, I do not offer this amendment 
for the purpose of obstructing the passage of this 
bill, nor do I desire to take up the time of the 
committee in descussing it. I will simply say that 
while the entrances of almost every river and 
harbor upon Lake Erie have received appropria- 
tions, this one has been entirely neglected. We 
have expended ourselves $10,000 in removing ob- 
structions in the river, and we now ask for this 
sum for the removal of the bar in the bay, at the 
mouth of the river. 

There is considerable commerce carried on there, 
although to a great disadvantage in consequence 
of that obstruction, and simple justice to that sec- 
tion of the lake country requires that we should 
have this appropriation. We only ask, sir, an 
amount equal to that which we have made up by 

rivate enterprise, and expended upon that work. 
i hope, Mr. Chairman, the amendment will be 
agreed to. I call for tellers on the question. 

Tellers were not ordered. 


The question was then taken, and the amend- 
mend was not agreed to. 

Mr. MOLONY. Mr. Chairman, I propose the 
following amendment: 

For the construction of a breakwater and piers at Wau- 
kegan, Lilinois, $10,000. 

There was submitted to the Committee on Com- 
merce an estimate for a harbor of refuge at this 
port, on Lake Michigan, with reasons why an 
appropriation should be made for it, which should 
have been conclusive in favor of it with the com- 
mittee. 

Colonel Abert, the head of the Topographical 
Corps, reports, in response to a call made upon 
him by the chairman of the Committee on Com- 





merce, ** that from an actual and careful survey of 


that port, he is convinced of the necessity of a 
| harbor of refuge there forthe safety of the general 
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commerce of the lakes;’’ and he accordingly sub- 
mits, for the consideration of the committee, an 
estimate which was about one half the amount of 
any estimate ever submitted for a harbor upon 
Lake Michigan, which, he says, will make a har- 
bor of refuge at that i 1 
upon the lakes. 
When the committee consider that not less than 
$2,000,000 and six hundred lives have been lost 
upon the northwestern lakes, in the last four years, 
and that for the last fourteen years not one dollar 
has been appropriated 7 


vort better than any one now 


to the commerce there, it is 
hoped that an object so strongly recommended by 
that officer, whose position enables him to know, 
and whose duty it is to report in relation to the 
urgent necessities of that commerce, and to whose 
report the greatest respect should be paid by the 
committee and the House, will not be rejected by 
the committee. The committee have rone behind 
the Topographical Bureau, whenever injustice to 
any particular locality has been charged upon 
them, alleging that no estimates had been submit- 
ted by the War Department for the object; also 
affirming that, as a rule of action, they had been 
guided by it in their recommend utions in this bill 
now pending. 

The rule adopted by the committee is generally 
a very correct one; but in this instance they have 
violated their own rule, and not reported in favor 
of this object—a harbor of refuge at Waukegan 
which had been urged upon their favorable con- 


+e | 


sideration, by reasons as cogent as any submitted 
in behalf of any object in the bill. . 

The committee have clearly departed from a rule 
of action of their own adoption, showing no good 
reason for it, and [ hope that my amendment will 
be adopted by the committee. I demand tellers 
on the question. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. 

The next clause of the bill was then reported 
as follows: 


“For the construction of a harbor on the 
Reedy Island, Port Pean, Delaware, $51,090."’ 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. | 
strike out that clause in the bill. r 

I make my motion, Mr. Chairman, for the pur- 
pose of hearing from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, the considerations which in- 
duced the committee to put that clause in the 
bill. 

I find, upon an examination of the estimates 
by which the committee were guided, no trace of 
an estimate for this work. Ll understand that upon 
the west side of that island, a harbor is already 
constructed, and I do not understand why we 
should commence the construction of one upon 
the east side of the island. This is a large anppro- 
priation, and probably the gentlemen at the head 
of the Committee on Commerce [Mr. Seymour] 
can explain the necessity of it. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I have here- 
tofore called the attention of the committee in gen- 
eral terms, to this appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a harbor on the east side of Reedy Island, 
Port Penn, in Delaware. Port Peen was one of 
those points on the Delaware river, where a pier, 
constructed by the State authorities, was many 
years ago ceded to the General Government, with 
an understanding that the Government should 
keep it in repair. The Government proceeded, for 
several years, to appropriate large sums of money 
for the purpose of keeping in repair these works, 
which were upon the west side of the island, and 
between that and the western shore of the Dela- 
ware. But it has been found that the old struc 
ture will not answer the purpose for which it was 
intended, so well as the construction of another 
harbor of the same character upon the eastern side 
of this small island, where the water is deeper, 
and where a better anchorage can be had for ships. 
And I will say to the committee, that the differ- 
ence of expense between the new structure that is 
propesed, and the repair of the old structure, is 
about two thousand dollars. 

The whole subject has been referred to the Top- 
ographical Bureau, and they sent an officer of 
great ability, a topographical engineer, who ex- 
amined into the matter, and I hold in my hand a 

long correspondence, and several voluminous and 
very interesting reports upon that subject, which 
are full of proofs of the necessity of the harbor, 
and the expediency of constructing that upon the 


east side of 


move to 
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east side of this island, a short distance from the 
old works, rather than going on with the improve- 
ment and repairs of the old structure. 

Mr. MARSHALL. _ I would inquire if those 
estimates were submitted to the Committee on 
Commerce by the Topographical Bureau, or were 
they contained in the printed estimates{from the 
heads of the bureaus to Congress? 

Mr. SEYMOUR, Iwillanswer. There were 
a great variety of petitions and memorials from 
persons interested in the navigation of these waters, 
showing the necessity of this work; but before 
the Committee on Commerce proceeded to adopt 
it they sent to the Topographical Bureau and de- 
sired from them an investigation of the proposed 
work. They made the investigation, and returned 
to us a full report, going into detail, showing the 
expenditure necessary to complete the work, and 
also the expediency of it. Those are the doc- 
uments to which I referred. 

Mr. MARSHALL. If I understand the chair- 
man of the committee, the old pier upon the west 
side of the island is still standing. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. It is standing in a dilap- 
idated condition; and the Topographical Bureau 
believe it to be an unwise expenditure to put re- 
mirs upon it, and that it would be cheaper, and 
etter subserve the interests of commerce to con- 
struct this new harbor, which is but a short way 
from the old one. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I would call the 
attention of the chairman of the committee to the 
depth of the water there. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I referred to that subject, 
but should have added that upon taking the sound- 
ing upon the western side of Reedy Island, ‘it was 
found that if we should go on with that structure, 
we should not have a work of much utility. The 
large ships passing up the Delaware river could 
not be protected there. The work would be of 
little service, whereas upon the eastern side of the 
island, and but a short distance from the old work, 
a most excellent protection can be obtained by the 
ice-harbor, which is proposed to be constructed, 
as is described here in the particular estimates we 
have, and which can be built for the sum we have 
named in the bill. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. Marsuatt, of Kentucky, 
and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. HEBARD. I offer the following amend- 
ment to come in at the end of the twelfth line: 

For continuing the breakwater structure, and improve 
ing the harbor, at Burlington, Lake Champlain, Vermont, 
$15,000. 

From the intimations which have fallen in the 
committee, it would seem there is a determination 
that no amendments to the bill shall be adopted. 
If that be so, |, of course, suppose that the amend- 
ment I have just submitted will share the fate of 
all others. Whatever may be the determination 
of the Committee of the Whole, or the committee 
who reporied this bill, [ shall not neglect my duty, 
but present the amendment. I have offered it in 
pes faith, believing the appropriation contem- 
plated proper, and that it should be incorporated 
into the bill; and I say this from the fact that the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, some 
days ago, declared the rule, which in some meas- 
ure guided them, was to make these appropria- 
tions where the wants and necessities of the com- 
mercial community had already been developed, 
and where works had already been commenced, but 
not completed. This is different from almost all the 
other amendments that have been offered. This 
is the only work which has ever received any aid 
from the Government in the State of Vermont. It 
was commenced some fifteen or more years ago, 
but it has had no appropriation since 1844, and 
now remains in an unfinished condition. The 
money which has been already expended will be 
lost unless the work is carried forward to comple- 
tion. It is a place where there is a very consider- 
able commerce, and where there would be a very 
good harbor, but for the fact that it receives the 
sweep of the winds from the west and north- 
west which sometimes renders the navigation of 
the lake very dangerous. : 

[ hope there will be no objection to this amend- 
ment. I hold out no threats of what will be my 
action if it be rejected, but I hope that the good 
sense of the committee who reported the bill will 
interpose no objection to its incorporation into it. 
It has, I believe, received the recommendation of 
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the Department every year. This very year the 
amount of appropriation in my amendment has 
been estimated for and recommended by the En- 
gineer department. The reports of that depart- 
ment have set forth, better than I could, the rea- 
sons and necessities of this appropriation. I do 
not know, sir, by what measure of justice or by 
what rule of action that committee were guided 
when they omitted to take into consideration this 
appropriation, thus recommended and so much 
needed, and when it is based upon the very ground 
which | understood the chairman to say was their 
rule of action. I trust there will be no objection 
to the amendment. 

Mr. WALSH. I wish only to say a few words 
in Opposition to this amendment, and it does seem 
to me that gentlemen proposing amendments act 
upon the idea that the inion is to be dissolved, or 
we are to be conquered by the British. ‘They cer- 
tainly seem to consider that there is to be no other 
harbor and river bill than the one before the com- 
mittee. ‘T'his system is necessarily a progressive 
one, and to be gradually extended. If we were 
to extend the provisions of this bill to all the cases 
presented by gentlemen, or even to those of the 
description of that presented by the honorable 
member, [Mr. Hesarp,] the appropriations thus 
made ai one time would be unreasonably large. At 
the renewal of the system we must establish cer- 
tain rules for our government. Let gentlemen rec- 
ollect that there has been no appropriation for 
fourteen years, and that the undertaking now must 
necessarily be of a progressive character, and grad- 
ual development. Whatrule, then, have the com- 
mittee acted upon? 

In making these appropriations, the committee 
looked first to the great highways of human inter- 
course and the great channels of trade—the Mis- 
sissippi, the Ohio, the Arkansas, and other rivers 
of that description. And looking to the Missis- 
sippi, we appropriate in one item, $75,000 for the 
improvement of its mouth, in which some twelve 
or fifteen States are interested. We appropriate 
large sums for its improvement at other points. 
And so with regard tothe Qhio. We must adopt 


this rule, sir, or otherwise the whole scheme must | 


fail. 

Mr. SACKETT. I rise to a question of order. 
Is not the gentleman debating the merits of the 
bill ? 

Mr. WALSH. I say that this amendment is 
not in order, because it does not come under the 
rule which we must adopt in entering upon these 
improvements anew. We must confine ourselves 
at the outset to the great highways of human in- 
tercourse and the great channels of trade, and then 
the other points which are subordinate in interest 
can be deliberately considered as legislation in the 
premises progresses. There has b@&n a good deal 
of anecdote told and argument urged in this matter. 
The complaints preferred are similar to those 
which may be made by a greedy man, that he 
cannot swallow at one meal enough to last him a 
lifetime. Gentlemen might as well complain that 
committees had not put in the Navy or Army bill 
at a particular session, an amount that would sus- 
tain either institution for twenty years. The 
argument of gentlemen is against the whole na- 
ture of the system. Why, sir, the debt of the 
United States, as was remarked to me this morn- 
ing, is $60,000,000, upon which we pay an annual 
interest of more than $3,000,000. And here is a 
Government thus indebted by one single item ap- 
propriating $1,500,000. Is not that enough for 
one season? Is it not enough, looking to the in- 
cumbrance upon the Government? I have this 
further to say, that if this system is not to bea 
gradual one, if itis not to be progressive and 
founded upon surveys and estimates, and executed 
and rendered by your officers in the proper 
department, whose science enables them to make a 
proper examination, it had better fail. If it is to 
be a general grab at the Treasury of the country, 
without proper guide and control, it should be 
lost. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is giving 
too large a latitude to the rule that has been laid 
down. 

Mr. WALSH. Ihave said all I desired to say. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Heparp’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
following amendment, to come in at the end of the 
twelfth line: 





I offer the 








July 27, 


For the repairs of the Cumberland dam on the Ohio river , 
350,000. 


1 have not offered that amendment, orany other, 


to the bill as a mere matter of form. J submit the 
amendment as an act of justice to one of the great 
thoroughfares to which society resorts, and which 
it uses, and which, in the view of the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Wausu,] ought to become 
the first object of our consideration in adopting 
this system. The Cumberland dam has been 
placed across the Ohio river for the purpose of 
inproving the navigation of the Cumberland river. 
It was put across the Ohio river, from the head of 
the Cumberland Island to the Illinois shore, under 
the authority of the United States exercising its 
power to improve the navigation of the river, 
when the Ohio was free from obstruction there. 
Freshets have broken the dam away, and at high 
water one end of it is entirely submerged. They 
are now compelled to keep a stationary engine 
there, and every boat that passes up through the 
sluice, or break in the dam, is taxed for the use 
of the stationary engine from $25 to $75. Actually 
at that point in the navigation of the Ohio river, 
boats traveling under ordinary power cannot go 
up over the Cumberlend”am. You ought either 
to take it out of the river or improve it. A great 
many people of the West are inclined to take it 
out; but I understand that that will be, probably, 
a matter of impossibility, as you have sunk in the 
middle of the stream rocks weighing upwards of 
twenty tons, which are now imbedded in the bot- 
tom of the river. Upon those rocks this dam has 
been constructed. This is a work for which esti- 
mates have been made, and the amount I now ask 
for the purpose of repairing that dam has been re- 
orted by Colonel Long, and was passed in the 

Pass appropriation bill. It was reported by the 
office of Western Improvements in 1848. I hope 
there will be no difficulty in putuing that amend- 
ment through. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I desire to 
make a reply to the remarks of the gentleman. 

Mr.MARSHALL. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission, | will modify my amendment. I will 
make it, ‘* For the repair or removal of the Cum- 
berland dam,’ and let the committee repair or 
remove it, as they see fit. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Kentucky whether that is not entirely am- 


_biguous? Should we appropriate $50,000 in this 
| bill, which may answer for its repair, but may be 


four times what is necessary for its removal ? 
Now, the Government have estimated for the re- 

airs, not the removal, of this dam, and that is 
included, at $50,000, in the last official estimate 
upon this subject, by Colonel Long, which I have 
before me, in which he has put together all the 
estimates required for improvements for the year 
beginning the Ist of July, 1850, and ending the 
30th of June, 1851—for the last fiscal year before 
this; so that it may be considered as an estimate 
for the present time. In this the estimates for tlie 
repairs of the Cumberland dam, at $50,000, are 


‘added to the other estimates for the western 


rivers, including the Mississippi, the Arkansas, 
the Missvuri, and Ohio, and amount to $300,000. 


| Now, this was reported by the officer who has 


had charge of the works on the western waters, 
to the head of the Topographical Bureau, as a 
sufficient sum of money to be appropriated for 
one fiscal year. ‘Through that Bureau it came to 
the War Department. That Department revised 
and sent it to us, reduced $40,000; and $260,000, 
instead of $300,000, is now asked for the same 


_work. That is not sufficient to complete it, but 
| is all the Government can well apply during the 


present fiscal year. 


Mr. MARSHALL. I would inquire whether 


| I understand the gentleman as stating that the ap- 


propriation of $260,000 includes an appropriation 
for the Cumberland dam ? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. The $300,000 which was 
reported by Colonel Long to the Department, in 
1849, included the Cumberland dam. The head 
of the Topographical Bureau, this year, in send- 
ing in his printed estimates, refers in his report to 


_ the report of Colonel Long, as the dataupon which 
he based his printed estimates, which have been 


laid before the House. 
Mr. MARSHALL. Does that embrace the 
Cumberland dam ? 


Mr. SEYMOUR. It was specifically embraced 


| in the original estimate ef Colonel Long, and that 





1852. 
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having been referred to us this year must be con- 
sidered as containing the Cumberland dam. The || 
chief of the Department has certified to us that 
$260,000 was enough for these improvements dur- 
ing the current fiscal year, instead of $300,000, 
which the subordinate certified to him. I trust 
the committee will be governed rather by the opin- 
ion of the hend of the Bureau, and the War De- 
partment, than by the opinion of a subordinate 
officer. The estimate which we have put into the | 
bill, without any deduction, is no index what- 
ever to the whole sum that may be wanted in the 
future to complete these works, but is only intend- 
ed for this fiscal year’s operation. And here is the 
mistake gentlemen have made upon these appro- 
priations. You cannot test them by the amount | 
we propose to report this year. The operations 
for this year suffice only for the initiatory step in 
these works. We are now to recommence the 
work on the western waters, and for the first year 
we ask such appropriations as are necessary for 
the construction of snag-boats and other boats, 
and for the operations upon these waters for the 
current fiscal year only,as well as for repairing 
the Cumberland dam. This very appropriation 
for the Cumberland dam is included in another 
yart of this bill. 

Mr. DISNEY. I would inquire if the pending 
amendment is in the first degree? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis in the first degree. 

Mr. DISNEY. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by increasing the sum $10,000. I move the 
amendment simply for the purpose of enabling 
me to say that this work has been duly charac- 
terized by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Marsnati] as a public nuisance, as it now ob- 
structs that stream. ‘The danger lies here: That 
if you build up that dam you will obstruct the 
navigation of the Ohio, and if you tear it dewnit 
will fillup the mouth of the Cumberland. It is 
so great a nuisance that the steamboat men them- 
selves will pull the dam away. Certain itis, that 
something should be done, and the dam should 
not be left in its present position. It should be 
either removed or repaired. One or the other of 
these things should be done, for as it now stands | 
it is one of the worst possible nuisances. As re- | 
gards the estimate of the Department, it is the 
veriest of all moonshine. When the engineers 
or officers did see it, the dam was in repair. Now 
it has been torn partially away, and in the worst 
of possible forms, it obstructs the Ohio and does 
not relieve the Cumberland. If there be an ap- 
propriation made by this House, I think the 
amendment I have offered should be adopted. 
What amount is necessary to make the repair I 
do not know; but I am satisfied that the dam 
should be removed, or some other measures taken 
in order to leave the navigation of the Ohio unob- 
structed. I hope that some appropriation will be 
made for the Cumberland. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Dis- 
NEY’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon Mr. Mar- 
SHALL’s amendment, tellers were ordered; and 
Messrs. Hamitton and Henpricks were ap- 
pointed. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 32, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WARD. I propose to offer the following 
amendment: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Cumber- 
land river, $48,000. 

In offering this amendment, it may be thought 
that | am unnecessarily importunate in regard to 
this appropriation; but when gentlemen take into 
consideration the importance of this stream, and 
the great interest which my constituents have in | 
this matter, they will excuse me for my urgency. 
It is our misfortune to represent the mountaineers, 
than whom there is no class of people in the Uni- 
ted States more thoroughly imbued with patriot- 
ism. Government has never demanded a duty of 
them which they have failed to perform. ho 
does not know that the district of country which 
I have the honor to represent has contributed 
much to the honor of the country, and that she 
has always gallantly and manfully responded to 
her country’s call, in bearing up the stars and | 
stripes? 

Mr. CARTTER. Is it in order to talk about 
patriotism and things in general upon this bill? 


TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair trusts that the 
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| gentleman from Kentucky {Mr. Warp] will con- 


fine his remarks to the amendment. 

Mr. WARD. I will keep in the bounds of or- 
der. We have suffered enough in sustaining the 
Government, at least to expect that she will ex- 
tend a little aid in the improvement of this river. Is 
it not enough that citizens of the district which | 


| have the honor to represent have fallen upon 


foreign soil in sustaining the stars and stripes of 
our country, but in addition thereto, citizens of 
that district shall be compelled to risk their lives 
upon the stream, for the improvement of which I 
now ask the beneficent action of the Government, 
in granting such aid as will prevent this unneces- 
sary sacrifice of the lives and property of the 
mountaineers? They have a right to demand 
such aid, and it is just and proper that it should 
be appropriated. It seems to me, that there can 
be no construction which can be brought to bear 
upon this subject, that can negative such a prop- 


osition, Upon what grounds, then, do this com- 
mittee refuse an appropriation for this river? 


Have they refused it upon the supposition that 
the wisdom of the Committee on Commerce, who 
framed this bill, is infallible? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question—whether he has ever 
presented any estimates to the commiuttee, or ever 
called their attention to the wants of that river? 

Mr. WARD. I acknowledge the fact, that no 
estimate has been presented to the committee. But 
should that alter the case? If the appropriation 
isa justand proper one, it has claims upon the 
consideration of this committee as much as if it 
were presented to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALSH. ‘The gentleman admits that he 
never sent any estimate to the committee. Some 
gentlemen seem tosuppose that the committee are 
bound to hunt up information for themselves. 
Here is the amount which has been appropriated 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Cum- 
berland river in years past. In 1832, $30,000 
were appropriated; in 1834, $30,000; in 1836, 
$20,000; in 1837, $55,000; in 1838, $20,000; 
making in all over $150,000—three times as much 
as the State of Maryland has ever received for her 
streams and rivers altogether. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I will ask 
the gentleman if the same estimates do not show 
that we have appropriated two millions of dollars 
to the Delaware breakwater alone? and if that is 
not as much as you have appropriated to the 
western streams altogether ? 

Mr. WALSH. Ido not suppose it is, but I 
have not time to examine it. The Delaware break- 


_ water is not connected with the commerce of one 


State, two or three States, but it concerns the in- 
terests of the commerce of the whole country. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair calls gentlemen 
to order, as the debate is entirely out of order. 
The Chair cannot see what the Delaware break- 
water has to do with an appropriation for the 
Cumberland river. The debate must be confined 
to the merits of that amendment. 

Mr. WALSH. In the absence of any inform- 
ation as to the manner in which this money has 
been expended, how is it possible for any com- 
mittee to recommend any further appropriation? 
The sum of $150,000 has been appropriated to one 
single river in the West, and if there is any evi- 
dence to show that it has been all expended, and 
that the removal of obstructions in its navigation 
require further expenditure, of course we will give 
it. But certainly no complaint can be made 
against a committee of this House, with nothing 
but this record before them, and with no recom- 
mendation showing the necessity of any further 
appropriation. 

Mr. WARD demanded tellers upon his amend- 


| ment, but they were refused. 


The question was then put, and a division being 
had, there were—ayes 27, noes 73; no quoram 


| voting. 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
the question will be taken by tellers, in order to 


| see if there is a quorum present. 


There being no objection, Messrs. CuanpLer 
and Asue were appointed tellers. 

The question was then again put; and it was 
decided in the negative—ayes 54, noes 80. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, proposed to 
amend the bill by inserting after the seventeenth 
line the words: 
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For removing obstructions at and near the mouth of the 
Pascagoula river, in the State of Mississippi, $10,000, 

Mr. B. said: When I proposed this amendment 
the other day, I asked for $60,000 in obedience to 
the request of the petitioners. The sum was a 
large one, and I apprehend that some gentlemen 
may have voted against the amendment on account 
of its magnitude, and others on account of want 
of actual know!edge as to what was the Pasca- 
goula river. The Pascagoula river is one empty- 
ing into the Gulf of Mexico, and is nearly as large, 
as some gentlemen here may know, as the Sus- 
quehanna river, being nearly five miles wide at 
its mouth, and running some seventy miles into 
the interior, and being for that distance 
for the largest class of steamers. 


naviravoe 
There is, how- 


ever, an obstruction at the mouth of it which 
renders its navigation entirely useless, if gventie 
men desire to know what that obstruction is, what 


is to be sought for above the river, and what is to 
be carried upon it, I can inform them that the trib- 
of into the most 
fertile portion of the cotton-growing region, and 
that its banks are thickly covered with live-oak 
and with the very finest species of pine. rhe ob 
struction consists in a deposit of earth and sand 
making a bar near the mouth of the river which 
renders its navigation wholly impracticable except 
when the tide is in a particular direction, or when 
a storm raises the waters so high as to enable a 


utaries the Pascagoula lead 


, 


vessel to pass over the bar; and when once ves- 
sels get into the river, it is exceedingly question- 
able when they will get Under these 
circumstances, the petitioners ask that that bar 
may be removed, and my amendment proposes to 
appropriate $10,000 for that purpose. 

further speech to make in regard to it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am opposed to this amend- 
ment until there is an exploration and survey to 
find where the riveris. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROWN for which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Wituiams and Penn were 
appointed. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the negative—ayes 32, noes not counted. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, moved to strike 
out the following provision of the bill: 


** For continuing the inprovement of the navigation of 
the Hudson river above and below Albany, $50,000,"’ 


ul again. 


I have no 


asked tellers; 


Mr. J. said: I believe that river is entirely within 
the jurisdiction of the State of New York. It is 
a fine, noble river, and its navigation is good. 
There is, moreover, a railroad running parallel 
with the banks of the river for the distance of one 
hundred and sixty miles. Why, then, should an 
appropriation be given to that river when the nav- 
igation is good, and when facilities for trade are 
thus afforded to the people connected with it? 
Why should an appropriation of $50,000 be given 
to that river, and nothing to the Illinois, nothing 
to the Cumberland, nothing to the Tennessee, 
nothing to the Yazoo, nothing to the Chattahoo- 
chee, and nothing to the James river? Those riv- 
ers are all suited for navigation, but they all have 
obstructions in them. Upon what principle of equa! 
justice is it that this money is to be appropriated 
to the Hudson river? Isit upon the principle that 
you are to make the rich richer? New York isa 
powerful State—powerful in influence, in weakh, 
and in commerce; and therefore this appropriation 
must be made for the Hudson, but these other 
rivers, in which there are obstructions, cannot re- 
ceive a dollar. 

The gentleman from Maryland tells us that in 
commencing this system the great channels of 
human intercourse must first be attended two, and 
that afterwards those streams of minor import- 
ance will receive the favor and encouragement of 
the Government. We are to understand, then, 
that this is to be a progressive system—that this is 
but the commencement of the squandering of the 
money that is in the Treasury—that it is to be 
carried on year after year, and session after ses- 
sion—and that a perpetual tax is to be laid upon 
the people of the different sections of this country 
for the benefit of those rivers and streams that 
may meet with the favor of Congress. I say, sir, 
that this appropriation ought to be stricken out. 
The Hudson river has no more claim upon this 
House than other rivers have. Other rivers have 
more claim and demand more consideration from 
this House than it does. There is no necessity 
for this improvement; there is a necessity for the 
improvement of other rivers. 
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Mr. DEAN. Lam opposed to the motion of 
the gentleman from Georgia, to strike out this ap- 
propriation of $50,000 for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Hudson, and desire to answer 
the question which he has just propounded. He 
asks, Why should an appropriation be made for 
the Hudson river? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. And not for the 
‘Tennessee river sr 

Mr. DEAN. We have not come here to dis- 
cuss the comparative merits of grants to be ap- 
plied to particular localities, or the propriety or 
impropriety of this or similar bills. We are 
now acting under the five-minutes rule, and must 
confine ourselves to amendments to the bill, and 
our discussions to the pending amendments; and 

smuch has been said about the amount appro- 
priated by this bill to various points in New 
York, I would say to gentlemen, and to western 
men particularly, that this is not a New York im- 
provement, or a New York appropriation, but 
one in which their own States are vitally inter- 
ested, for the reason that this is the great artery 
of trade for the whole West, and that more inter- 
nal commerce passes up and down the Hudson 
than upon any river in the United States. 

[Cries of ** No!” NOT 

Mr. DEAN. lam not—I cannot be mistaken 
upon this subject. It is one which I have inves- 
tigated, and I a assert that more butter, cheese, 
oats, corn,and grain of different kinds reach tide- 
water by way of that river than reach New Or- 
leans by way of the Mississippi. 

Several Voices. Oh,no; you are mistaken. 

Mr. DEAN. No, sir; Lam not mistaken. I 
have recently had occasion to examine the subject, 
and though I have not now the figures by me, not 
supposing L should be required to use them here, 
I will refer eentlemen to the statistics collected in 
Elunt’s Merchant’s Magazine for 1850 and 185]. 

\ word as to the necessity for this appropriation. 
If gentlemen will go up the railroad which they 
have spoken about as being directly on the bank 
of that river, and which has been brought in here 
to show that the appropriation was not needed—a 
railroad which has not been constructed by grants 
of land from the General Government, or by any 
aid from the State or Nationa! Treasury but wholly 
by private enterprise—they will often see at low 
tide—not a single boat—but whole fleets of sloops 
and steamboats on the overslaugh near Albany. 
They will also see the steam dredge at work in the 
river, removing that obstruction. Now, we ask 
is but an act of justice, when we are thus expend- 
ing our own resources to remove this obstruction 
to navigution—a navigation in which all the States 
ire interested—that a small portion of the com- 
mon fund should be applied to the same purpose. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I would ask the 
gentleman if it has not been decided recently that 
the State of New York has no jurisdiction over 
that river? 

Mr. DEAN. In the case of Gibbons vs. Ov- 
den, in the Supreme Court of the United States, 
it was expressly decided that the State of New 
York had no power to restrain the navigation of 
that river—that flowing, as it did, between different 
States, that the river belonged to the Union, and was 
open to the free and unrestricted commerce of the 
Union; and, consequently, that in its navigation, 
every State has an interest and equal right. 

Mr. DISNEY. The gentleman is wrong in 
regard to that decision. I desire to ask him if the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in that case 
of Gibbons vs. Ogden, did not decide that the 
State of New York had exclusive jurisdiction 
over the Hudson river; but that no State had a 
right to grant exclusive privileges to any particu- | 
lar individual to the navigation of any particular 
river within the limits of that State? 

Mr. DEAN. The question in the case to 
which the gentleman refers, was as to the power 
of the Legislature of the State of New York to | 
confer the exclusive right to Fulton and Living- 
ston to navigate all the waters within the jurisdic- 
tion of the State by boats impelled by steam or 
fire. Gibbons was runing two steamboats from 
Elizabethtown, New Jersey, to New York city. 
Ogden, the assignee of Fulton and Livingston, 
had obtained an injunction against him in the 
New York courts, which had been sustained by 
the Court of Errors—then our highest judicial 
tribunal. An appeal was taken to the Supreme 


Court of the United States, where the injunction |! 
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was dissolved, the decision of the State courts re- 
versed, upon the grounds I have stated. So that, 
by the express decision of the highest judicial 
tribunal known to the Constitution, this river is a 
national highway, and this appropriation is for a 
national object. 

I desire to say, further, that the members from 
New York do not come here to oppose proper and 
constitational appropriations for the improvement 
of the rivers or harbors of other States, or to ask 
appropriations exclusively for their own. They 
only ask that the same rule may be applied to 
New York that is applied to every other State in 
the Union. 

The mere fact of this being an appropriation for 
the Hudson river, and that river being situated 
within the State of New York, does not make it 
a New York appropriation at all. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I will sug- 
gest the propriety of making the amendment 
which I suggested before. I move to strike out 
the words ‘*above and,’’ and to insert in the 
place of ** Albany’? the word **Troy.”” The 
section now reads— 

* For continuing the improvement of the navigation of 
the Hudson river above and below Albany, $50,000,.”? 


It would then read as follows: 


“For continuing the improvement of the navigation of 
the Hudson river below Troy, 850,000,’ 

Tne object of the amendment is to provide that 
no portion of the appropriation shall be expended 
above the city of Troy. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to 
explain to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
MaksHALL] and the committee, the reason for 
adopting the phraseology used in the bill to which 
he has alluded. It arises out of the nature of the 
obstructions upon that river. Six miles below 
Albany is the principal obstruction upon the river. 
It is known in that country by the term over- 
slaugh; and, as | remarked, it is the greatest im- 
pediment in the whole course of the navigation of 
the river. But whilst the principal Government 
works have been commenced at this location, 
about six miles below Albany, there is another ob- 
struction of the same character about two miles 
below the United States arsenal, at Watervliet, 
near Troy, where the Government has also com- 
menced a work. The obstruction is one which 
impedes the navigation of the river nearly as much 
as that below Albany; and the improvement is 
equally necessary at both points. The language 
used in this bill with reference to this appropria- 
tion is precisely the same as that employed in the 
early appropriations for this river; and after con- 
sultation with the Topographical Bureau, and the 
War Department, for the purpose of securing the 
navigation of this river at both these points, and 
for the purpose of securing a portion of this ap- 
propriation to each point, I think the phraseology 
is best as it Is. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I would suggest to the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, that if this obstruction of which he speaks 
is between the cities of Troy and Albany, the 
amendment which I propose would not prevent 
the appropriation being expended at both these 
points. What I want is, that none of the money 
shall be expended for improvements above Troy. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. The language of the section 
as it stands does not provide for expending any of 
the money above Troy. There are no Govern- 
ment works above that city, and there is no navi- 
gation above the dam, a short distance from the 
city. This appropriation is to continue works 
which the Government has already commenced. 
When these works are completed, the navigation 
of the river will be good. I hope the language of 
the section will remain as it is in the bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL demanded tellers upon the 
adoption of the amendment; which were ordered; 
and Messrs. BreckinripGe and Scurry were ap- 
pointed, 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 55, noes 73. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I now move to insert after 
the word ‘‘Albany”’ the words ‘*but not above 
Troy,” so that it will read: 

** For the continuation of the improvement of the navi- 


gation of the Hudson river above Albany, but not above 
Troy, $50,000,” 


7 


I will state to the committee that my only object | 


| in offering this amendment is, to provide a limit 


beyond which this appropriation cannot be used. 
You perceive, sir, that the appropriation now 
reads: 

**For continuing the improvement of the navigation of 
the Hudson river above and below Albany.” 

What I propose to do is, to limit the appropria- 
tion so that it shall not be expended above the city 
of Troy. I have no idea of attempting the im- 
yrovement of that river above the dam at Troy. 
propose to alter the verbiage, because, forsooth, 
it is said that we might force the whole expendi- 
ture of the appropriation below Albany. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. This is a mere verbal alter- 
ation to which I have no particular objection if it 
is insisted on. But if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will look at the amendment and at the ori- 
ginal provision of the bill, he will see that the 
amendment is wholly unnecessary, because the 
provision of the bill as it stands, provides for con- 
tinuing the improvement of the navigation of that 
river. And by the language of the bill itself, the 
appropriation cannot be applied to works not 
already begun by the Government. Now, there 
are but two of these works. One is below Troy, 
about two miles below the United States arsenal, 
and the other is about six miles below Albany. 
These are the two items to which the appropria- 
tion is designed to apply. 

Mr. MARSHALL. AIllI propose to do is to 
confine the expenditure of this appropriation below 
Troy, and I think there can be no objection to 
that. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I now demand 
tellers upon my amendment to strike out the whole 
clause. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Henn and 
Drawn were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 46, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr.WARD. I moveto strike out ** $50,000,”’ 
and insert ** $25,000.” 

Mr. POLK. Is it in order to move that the 
committee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not without the consent 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, who is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. DEAN. [risetoa point of order. I sub- 
mit that it is not in order to propose that amend- 
ment after the motion to strike out the section has 
been rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. That point has already 
been raised and decided. The gentleman’s point 
is correct according to parliamentary law, but 
not according to an express rule of the House. 

Mr. POLK. lIask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to yield to enable me to make a motion that 
the committee do now rise. 

Mr. WARD. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. POLK. I submit that motion. 

The motion was put, and the committee refused 
to rise. 

Mr. WARD. I will not pretend that the Hud- 
son is not a national object demanding an appro- 


| priation of some magnitude. The intention of 


the framers of this bill seems to be not to give 
appropriations to national objects, but to parcel 
them out according to a standard formed by them- 
| selves, which standard, when examined, does not 
justify the amount of appropriation made to that 
river. The proposition which I have made again 
and again, for the river which I in part repre- 
sent, has not been voted down upon the ground 
that it is not an object worthy of appropriation, 
but 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have to 

interrupt the gentleman. He must confine his re- 
| marks to a change in the appropriation to the 
Hudson river. 

Mr. WARD. Howcan I do that but by com- 
parison, to show that the appropriation in the bill 
for the Hudson river is too large?—and therefore I 
conceive myself to be in order. 

| ‘The committee has refused to make an appro- 
priation for the river which I in part represent, 
not because it was not a national object, but be- 
cause we are to commence a system of improve- 
ments upon an economical plan. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must again in- 
terrupt the gentleman, and insist upon enforcing 

| the rule of order which he laid down this morning. 

















1852. 


The argument that the committee has refused 
vote appropriations for the Cumberland river is 
not applicable to the amendment to reduce the ap- 
propriation for the Hudson river. 

Mr. WARD. It is a very difficult matter to 
know what ts in order under that decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the con- 
struction to be strictly this: When a motion is 
made to reduce an appropriation, remarks must 
be made to show why that particular appropria- 
tion should be reduced, and why itis more than 
is necessary for that particular work. 

Mr. WARD. In order to do this, it seems ne- 
cessary to allude to the standard upon which these 
appropriations are recommended; and in so doing 
to advert to the different streams 

The CHAIRMAN. In discussing that a 
tion it is not in order to discuss the refusal of the 
committee to make appropriation for streams ina 
different part of the country. 

Mr. WARD. This bill contains appropriations 
for various rivers, and the appropri: ations to these 
rivers should be made according to the magnitude 
of the interest involved, the extent of the naviga- 
tion, and length of the streams. ‘To the Missis- 
sippi and its tributaries, amounting to upwards of 
sixteen hundred miles of navigation, the »y have 
appropriated the sum of $260,000; and to the Hud- 
son river, with a navigation of one hundred and 
fifty miles, they have appropriated one fifth of that 
amount. 

I hope that the system of internal improve- 
ment, if commenced at all, of which I am in 
favor, will be based upon a principle just to all 
portion 1s of the Union, for each and every portion 
of it are equi lly interested in the matter. ow, 
when those who are settled upon the Mississippi 
and its tributaries—amounting to one half the 
on of the United States—demand that an 

ippropriation shall be made to them, thereis doled 
out to them $260,000, while those living upon one 
hundred and fifty miles of navigation get $50,000. 
Is that just, is that proper and fair? Is it propor- 
tionate to the interests involved in the two streams? 
it seems to me not, and that $25,000 is as muchas 
the Hudson river demands, and as much as the 
interests involved in it are entitled to, and I hope 
and trust that this committee will cut it down to 
that amount. 

Mr. MEADE. Iam astonished at the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Warp.] Does the gentleman reflect that the 
Hudson river has received heretofore but $370,000? 
{Laughter.] Does the gentleman wish to cut down 
the Hudson river to the paltry sum of $25,000? If 
he does, let me remind him of another fact, that 
of the amount appropriated by this bill, to wit: 

$1,500,000, the State of New York will have to 
vay about $18 0,000 of it, calculating her portion 

oy her population. She receives but $258,200 
under this bill, which is but about $75,000 more 
than she will have to pay towards these i improve- 
ments; and will the gentleman attempt to put the 
State of New York upon the same footing with 
other States of this Union—that great State which 
contains the emporium of the commerce of the 
United States? Why, sir, the gentleman’s feel- 
ings should be more national. 

I, sir, who represent the State of Virginia, which 
has not one single cent appropriated in this bill, 
and which has to pay $100,000 towards the pay- 
ment of this million and a half, even [, sir, ee: 
State receives nothing under this bill, am opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Warp.] 

Why, sir, will he be so cruel as to scatter his 
shot among the little brood of chickens the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce has hatched, 
after an incubation of some five or six months— 
{laughter]—a brood of thirteen as pretty little 
chicks as you ever saw. Well, he has only di- 
vided among them the sum of $° 58 ,000, and what 
is that when compared to the million and a quar- 
ter already received by them? Veer) 

Why, has the gentleman no national feeling? 
Does he remember, sir, that we have already tes- 
tified to the amount of $850,000 in favor of the 
super ior advantages that State enjoys over the rest 
of the Union? Now, sir, while the House is will- 
ing to go to this extent in favor of that great State, 

why should the gentleman be so uncharitable as 
to object to this ittle sum of $50,000 to a little 
river in the State of New York, whic h has hith- 
erto received but $370,000? [Laughter.] 
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Iam astonished at the gentleman, and I hope 
he will withdraw his amendment? [{Lauaghter.} 

The question being upon the adoption of the 
amendment, 

Mr. WARD demanded tellers: 
ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will it be in or- 
der to move that the committee rise, and report 
this bill to the House, with a recommendation that 
it do not pass? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is if no gentleman de- 


sires to offer any further amendments to the bill 


which were not 


Mr. MEADE. Lhavea few amendments more 
which I desire to offer. 

Mr. YATES. I| move to amend the bill by 
adding: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Hlinois 
river, 840,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I will say but a few words upon 


this amendment. | have not offered it in any cap- 
tious spirit of opposition, l assure you, and this 
committee, that it 1s not from a factious 
tion, but because it 1s a subject which | feel deeply 

at heart. 

Sir, the subject of appropriations for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Illinois river 
has been much, and for a long time, discussed 
throughout the length and breadth of our State. 
The question of constitutional power has been 
raised; and I feel a great desire for this Congress 
to settle this question. Itis one that deeply affects 
my constituents and the prosperity of my State, 
and in no small degree the commerce and interests 
of many States of this Union, I offer the amend- 
ment to this particular section, making an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the Lludson river, 
for the reason that the Illinois river is situated simi- 
larly to that river. The two streams are nearly 
alike in every particular. They are each within the 
limits of their respective States. The head waters 
of the Hudson are connected with the lakes by 
railroads and canals, and the commerce of many 
States is transported upon it. This makes it a 
national stream. ‘Ihe head waters of the Illinois 
are connected with the lakes by railroads and 
canals, and the products and merchandise of 
numerous States are borne upon it. This makes 
that a national stream. Now, sir, I wish to test 
the fairness and justice of this committee. Are 
you willing to give to the wealthy and powerful 
State of New Y ork $50,000 for a stream only one 
hundred and fifty miles in length, and deny to the 
young and needy State of Illinois an appropriation 
of $40,000 for a navigable stream two hundred and 
fifty miles in length, and one of the most important 
rivers in the United States? This is the question 
I put to the committee, and I call upon them to 
face it and to vote upon it, with this view of the 
question. Is it fair, is it honest, is it just to the 
State of Illinois, to deny her this small appropri- 

ition, and give to a State of the most unbounded 
wealth and resources a larger ap propria ation, fora 
river with a railroad on banks for its whole 
length—a State, sir, which is literally cut up with 
railroads, and whose harbors command the com- 
merce of the world? I trust what | say will not 
be interpreted into bitterness of feeling on my part 
towards New York. I have none. I do not wish 
to reduce her appropriations, but to raise those for 
the Ohio, Illinois, and Mississippi rivers to the 
same standard. 

Now, in a speech I made on Saturday, I brought 
forward before this committee the report of a sur- 
vey, estimates, and plans made under the a - 
tion of the Government of the United States, by 
a civil engineer, showing that this was a national 
stream, and showing that there are important ob- 
structions to the navigation of this river. Now, 
what are the facts? Why, sir, steamers of the 
largest size are now floating without obstruction 
or detention upon the Hudson, while on the Illi- 
nois river, from La Salle to the mouth of that river, 
at this very time, while we are now discussing the 
question, steamboats and canal-boats are aground, 
their crews out of employ, and the whole com- 
merce of that river obstructed for want of an ap- 
propriation—for the want of that encouragement 
which it is the bounden duty of this Government 
to extend to all her great national highways, and 
which the public sentiment of this country now 
most imperatively demands. 

The amendment which I propose is right, and 


Oppost- 


ILS 


1947 


it ought to be made. Our steamboats are detained 


by bars in this river, when an approprat: 
$40,000 would them and place 
an equality with the far-famed Hudson. 
decry the Hudson Any person who 
will be proud tl at such a 


I did not vote to strike it out of the 


m of 
remove us upen 

ldo not 
ever trav- 
eled on it stream 18 if 
his country. 
bill. Ido not propose to diminish the appropri 
ation for it a singledollar. No, 


to ingraft upon it a stream equally important and 


sir; but I propose 


equally national as the Hudson; and I think the 
tHlouse will see the propriety and justice of so 
doing. - : 

Mr. Chairman, let the friends of internal im- 
provements act in concert, let them amend this 
bill in some few particulars only, and we shall 
soon witness the beneficent effects of our leis | 
tion in the vast increase of our commerce and in 
the accelerated march of our country to that high 
preéminence of prosperity which as patriots and 
Americans we all so much desire her to attain 

Mr. EVANS. Ido not know that I have any 
objection to this appropriation, but rather to the 
place where it 1s proposed to introduce it. There 
seems an unusual desire to make the approprin 
tions for the western rivers and the western har- 


iations for the 


bors as amendments to the appropr 


eastern rivers and harbors. Gentlemen are so eager 
and impatient to introduce their amendments that 
cannot wait until they the proper 
in the bill. There ai dant opportunt 
when we reach the 
put in this amendment. I think it likely I shall 
for the billof my friend from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Sranty,] which has something in it for the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Yates.} In 
cating these amendments, some gentiemen, 
of taking liberai national grounds upon this gen 


like hos 


they 
place 


les, 


arrive at 
e abu 
Illinois : eppropriasion, to 


vote 


advo 
instead 
eral question, are animated by something 
tility to the East. 

Since 1776 there has been expel 
of Maryland $55,000; the 
gentlemen particularly anxious 
$2,617,000, not to say aT ng a 


\ded in the State 


and in State of the 


here to-day ° 
} 


bout millions of 


acres of public lands they | ave received. Well, 
sir, | do not entertain any envy towards the 
West. 1 hope she may be prosperous and great; 


but why all this clamor about these expenditures 
in the East? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
fine himself strictly to remarks in opposition to 
the amendment. 


Mr. EVANS. Then I will say no more at 
present. 
The question being on the adoption of the 


amendme nt— 

Mr. YATES demanded tellers; 
ordered. 

The question was then taken on the 
of Mr. Tides. and it 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
do now rise. 

The question was put; and upon a division there 
were-—ayes 53, noes 47. 

Mr. ORR. I demand tel 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. C 
Hart were appointe d. 


which were not 
amendment 
was not arreed to. 

I move that the « 


ommiuttee 


lers 


ARTTER and 


The question was again put, ind the motion to 
rise was disagreed to, the tellers having reported- 
ayes 59, noes 75. 

Mr. MASON. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For the enlargement of the Louisville and Portland 
canal, and constructing an additional lock, four hundred 
feet in length, $700,000. 


Mr. Chairman, my amendment appropriates 
4700,000 to the enlargement of the Loutaville and 
Portland canal, and for the construction of an ad- 
ditional lock, four hundred feet in length, which 
is the amount for which a contractor proposes to 
make that improvement. ‘This canal, 
sent of the State of Kentucky and the 
ers, belongs to the General Government 
few hundreds of dollars shall be paid out of the 
tolls on the canal, which event will transpire in 
about one year. The Government advanced 
money to construct that canal. It has received 
back all that it advanced, and $35,000 besides. It 
was authorized that the profits of the canal should 
be paid to the extinguishment of stock held by 
individuals in it, and the whole commerce of that 
country 1s taxed by tonnage duties, for the pur- 
pose of reimbursing the Government for the ad- 
vances it made for the construction of the canal. 


by the 
> stort khold- 
, after a 


con- 
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The Government, then, in a short time, will own 
this whole canal, without forfeiting one solitary 
dollar. It is a question, then, whether they will 
enlarge and improve it, or build another canal 
around the falls, upon the Indiana side. The most 
economical plan is that which will meet the wants 
of commerce, and to meet the wants of commerce 
the eanal should be enlarged. My proposition is 
to appropriate $700,000 for that purpose. It is 
not a gratuity, for the Government will receive 
that sum back in tonnage duties, as it has received 
back every dollar it expended on it heretofore. 
We have the right to ask, when we pay tonnage 
duties upon that canal, better accommodations 
than are at present afforded. The locks are small 
and the navigation is very much obstructed. 
The appropriation of $700,000, as proposed, will 
afford better accommodations, and the Govern- 
ment will not lose a dollar thereby. The tolls 
in three or four years will reimburse it. The 
stock in that canal is the most profitable of any in 
the United States, its profits having redeemed all 
that has ever been expended upon it, and the Gov- 
ernment is the gainer by about $35,000, and the 
Government will receive the balance of the stock 
by an arrangement with the stockholders. 

“Mr. MEADE. Will we not then have peti- 
tions here asking that it shall be madea free ca- 
nal? 

Mr. MASON. I do not ask that until the 
Government has been reimbursed every dollar. 
Probably some may send such petitions, but it is 
for Congress to say whether they will or will not 
make the canal free. If they do so, however, I 
would inquire of the gentleman whether it would 
not be better to do that than to appropriate $50,000 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Hud- 
son river, upon which traveling is easy compared 
with that on the western waters, where naviga- 
tion is obstructed by snags? That river is deep 
and straizht, and there is not asnagin it. Yet 
you appropriate $50,000 to improve it, and never to 
be reimbursed. We ask this $700,000 shall be ap- 
propriated for the improvement of that canal from 
which the Government receives so large a profit, 
and which will be repaid. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I am opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky. The 
magnitude of the amount is a sufficient objection 
to it, in my mind. I hope the question will be 
taken upon the amendment at once. 

Mr. DISNEY. | move to strike out the amend- 
ment, and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Towards the improvement of the navigation of the Falls 
of the Ohio 500,000, to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of War. 

Mr. DISNEY. I am opposed to the original 
amendment as offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Marsnatt,] because, sir, it does 


not contemplate that sort of arrangement for the || 


convenience of commerce passing that point which 
the exigencies of that interest require. The exist- 
ing extent of commerce now passing that point 
requires two canals, and itis increasing so rapidly 
that it will, in a short time, imperatively demand 
the addition of a new canal, so that there may be 
one for the ascending, and another for the descend- 
ing commerce. 

I do not propose toenter into a controversy with 
the gentleman from Kentucky, as to which side of 
the river this improvement shall be made upon; 
and hence, in the amendment I now offer, I pro- 
pose to leave the entire subject to the decision of 
the Secretary of War. The necessity for it is 
apparent toevery person who is at all familiar with 
the obstructions in the navigation at that point. 
The difference between the gentleman and myself 
is, that he wants to subserve what he supposes to 
be the local interests of Louisville. Her selfish- 
ness affords a reason which may influence the 
Kentucky members, but which the general inter- 
ests of that entire region repels and prohibits. 
Why; sir, this attempt to enlarge that canal would 
be the total destruction of commerce while the en- 
largement was going on. But when the gentleman 
from Louisville [Mr. Marssatu] remarked, on 
yesterday, that he would undertake to demonstrate 
this thing could be accomplished better, it struck 
me that a remarkable improvement had taken 
place in the gentleman since he made an effort of 
the same kind before the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, who had the subject under consideration. 
They decided against the proposition of the gen- 


tleman. He failed to convince them of what he | 





said he could demonstrate to the committee, and | 
apprehend he would be about as successful upon 
this floor as he was there. 
say another thing before | take my seat, and it is 
toappeal to gentlemen to give us arecord upon these 
various matters when this committee shall rise. 
Let us see—let the people of the West be no longer 
humbugged by this ery about river improvements 
—let them see who it is that vote down their appli- 
cations for the improvement of their rivers. Gi 
us the record, and I ask no more; but do not, 
when this committee rises, sustain the call for the 
previous question, which will prevent us making , 
motions in the House which will give us a record 
upon each proposition separately. 
people of the West to see who have voted down 
appropriations for each of their western rivers, 
and who have voted down the appropriations for 
the improvement of the Falls of the Ohio. 
them appreciate the truth of the declarations and 
professions which will be made about the anxiety 
of a certain class of politicians in this country to 
improve the western rivers. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
oppose the amendment of the gentleman from 
| Cincinnati, [Mr. Disney.] 
discuss the question which the gentleman has pre- 
Ail I have to say to that gentleman—as 
| his remarks seem to be pointed at me—is, that I 
am ready to make my record now and at any 
time, either in the committee, in the House, or 
before the people, upon this subject; and | say 
now, that no bill cancommand my support at any 
time which has in it an appropriation for the In- 
diana canal, because it would be a profligate and 
extravagant waste of the public money. 
Give us the record. 
I make the record now to 
satisfy the gentleman in advance, and I will be 
ready to exemplify the record by a demonstration 
whenever the time comes that will put the whole 
scheme, I think, to public shame. 
selfishness manifested here either on the part of 
Louisville or on the part of her Representatives; 
but there is a plain, straight-forward attempt to 
do what is exactly right, and subserve the pur- 
poses of navigation, and at the same time save 
uublic money, as far as possible, and not to 
get this Government into a scheme which cannot 
| be consummated for less than millions of dollars. 
As a Representative from the city of Louisville, if 
I could not look any further than that city, it 
| would be just as proper and prudent for me to 
agree here to arbitrate this matter before the Sec- 
retary of War as it would have been for the He- 
brew mother, in the Bible, to have divided her 
child when a false mother presented herself. 
not see the object of gentlemen in thrusting upon 
us a controversy of this sort where one has an 
of speaking only five minutes. 
incinnati will see that their Represent- 
ative, after having waited here eight months in 
silence, could not expect to have succeeded when 
he presented a proposition here before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, involving an expenditure of 
$500,000, by indulging himself with a five min- 
| utes’ speech in explanation thereof. 
magnitude of his effort in behalf of the navigation 
of the Ohio, must carry conviction to his constitu- 
ency of the sincerity with which he presses the 
movement. My vote in the last Congress, and 
| my action and speech, have been in favor of in- 
| ternal improvements; and I am willing to compare 
my record upon that subject with the gentleman 
from Cincinnati, [Mr. Disney.] 
his people and mine to look at our action in the 
last Congress upon this subject, when we had an 
opportunity to pass a bill with liberal appropri- 
ations for western streams. 
| post of duty. Where was he? Why his anx- 
iety for improvement brought him in the next 
[ Laughter. ] 
The question was then taken on Mr. Disney’s 
;}amendment to the amendment, and it was not 
agreed to. 
The question then recurring upon the original 
amendment— 
| Mr.MASON demanded tellers; which were not 


But, sir, I desire to 


I want the 


no time to 


Mr. DISNEY. 
Mr. MARSHALL. 


There is no 


opportuni 


The very 


I am willing for 


Then I was at the 


| The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Mason was ngt agreed to. 
Mr. MEADE moved that the committee rise. 
The question was then taken, and the committee 
refused to rise. 
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The next section was then read, as follows: 

** For the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river below the rapids ; the Ohio, including the repairs 
of the dam at Cumberland Island; the Missouri and the 


Arkansas rivers, $260,000.” 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move to 


strike out all after the word ‘‘ navigation’’ to the 


| word **dollars,’’ inclusive, and insert the following: 


Of the Ohio river above the Falls, $60,000; and for the 
purchase of snag boats and scows, necessary for efficient 
service upon the western rivers, $100,000; and for the im- 
provement of the Mississippi, Missouri, Arkansas, and 
Ohio below the Falls, $200,000, 

It will be perceived, from the manner in which 
the amendment is drawn, that I attempt merely by 
that amendment to separate the amount specific- 
ally appropriated for the upper Ohio, in the esti- 
mates submitted to the Committee on Commerce, 
from the amount which was intended by the En- 
gineer Corps of last fall to be appropriated below 
the Falls. In addition to that, I ask for the appro- 
priation of $100,000 for the purpose of reconstruct- 
ing the snag-boats which are intended for use upon 
western waters. At the time this business of im- 
proving the western waters ceased, there were 
four snag-boats in use there. The cost of these 
boats was estimated at $25,000 each. ‘There is 
appropriated in this bill exactly $100,000 for the 
purpose of making scows and dredging-boats for 
the lakes and Chesapeake Bay. I only ask for 
an equal amount of money for the boats to be 
used upon western and southern waters. I show 
the fact that these boats, costing that amount, were 
in use upon those waters when the improvements 
ceased. I hope that there will be no difficulty in 
increasing the appropriation that amount, and that 
there will be no difficulty on the part of the com- 


| mittee in separating the appropriation which was 


designed for the upper Ohio from that which was 
designed for the Ohio below the Falls. 

[ will remark that the Hudson river above and 
below Albany isa case rightin point. Remember 
that the head of the Committee on Commerce was 
exceedingly averse to altering the phraseology of 
the appropriation for this river, lest, esmath, it 
might be all spent below Albany. Now, I wish to 
apply in this case the very morale of what he 
taught me to the specific appropriation asked for 
above the Falls of the Ohio, and that it shall not 
be within the competency of any engineer or Sec- 


raaery to spend it upon some other river than the 
Yhio. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I desire to offer 
an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsua.t. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to strike 
out and insert, as you will perceive. It is in order 
to move an amendment to the words to be stricken 
out, and the words to be inserted there. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 desire to strike out of 
the original bill. I move to strike out the words 
‘* below the rapids,”’ and insert ** below the Falls 
of St. Anthony.”’ 

My object in offering this amendment is to ex- 
tend the appropriations, or at least to give to the 
Executive the discretion of extending them in aid 
of the navigation of the Mississippi river. The pro- 
vision from which I propose to strike out the words 
‘*below the rapids,”’ restrjcts the appropriations 
to that point. Above that point, no part of the 
sum appropriated by this clause can be applied. 
I do not understand the reason for this restriction 
in theappropriation. Besides that, I am opposed to 
conferring on the Executive Department the power 
which is contained in this paragraph. I am op- 
posed to placing it within the power of any single 
man to take this immense sum of money and ap- 
propriate it at any particular point on any of these 
rivers where he may see fit to apply it. I think 
it is the duty of Congress to make the appropria- 
tion, and to designate the points where it is to be 
applied. When the gentleman makes his motion 
to designate those points—I do not understand 
whether [ am correct in this construction or not— 
he requires that the balance of the appropriation 
| shall be expended below the Falls of the Ohio. 

That would exclude that portion of the Upper 
Mississippi river between its mouth and the Fails 
of St. Anthony. 

The sum proposed to be appropriated is mea- 
gre, and I would desire to increase it; but I per- 
ceive that it is almost impossible. When you 
vote money, let it not be scattered over the coun- 
try for the mere purpose of giving to every por- 

| tion of the country some part of the appropria- 








tion; but let the amount, when it is appropriated 
for a speoific object, be commensurate with the 


importance of that object. What will $50,000 do 
towards we do the rapids in the Mississippi 
river? And if it amounts to nothing, of course 


have brought that region of country within their 
range, when, in fact, they have been of no practi- 
cal benefit to it whatever. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] 
spoke of the immense sums that had been ex- 
pended in the West. I will say to him, thatif he 
will refer to the statistics in relation to this sub- 
ject, he will find that from 1806 to the present time, 
there have been expended a little over $17,000,000; 
and out of that sum only a little over $2,000,000 
has been expended for western harbors and west- 
ern rivers. 
petuated by this bill, and by all the other bills that 
are to follow it for all time to come? I hope that 
the amendment which I offer may prevail, and 
that the Executive may have a discretionary 
power of going to the head of navigation, instead 
of being restricted to the Des Moines rapids. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. ORR. 
that the committee take a recess? 

The CHAIRMAN. [t would; but the motion 
that the committee do now rise would have prece- 
dence. 

Mr. ORR. We shall never get through this 
bill unless we sit here longer. I ask for tellers 
on the motion of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. McQueen 
and Po.k were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—ayes 69, noes 48. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the chairman re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
under consideration the state of the Union gen- 
erally, and particularly House bill No. 282, 
‘* making appropriations for the improvement of 
certain harbors and rivers,’’ and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The Senate have returned 
the Military Academy appropriation bill, with 
certain amendments. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to allow that bill to be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

On motion by Mr. Campse t, of Illinois, the 
House then adjourned until to-morrow, at eleven 
@ clock, a.m. 





PETITION, &c. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c.,were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate commitiees : 


By Mr. HAWS: The memorial of Edward H. Swift, of 
the city of New York, asking for the return of certain duties 
paid by him to the Government, on sugar destroyed by fire 
In said city. 

By Mr. ASHE: The petition of James M. Lewis, pray- 
ing for a pension for wounds received while in the service 
of the United States during the late war with Great Britain. 


IN SENATE. 
Wenpnespay, July 28, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirritetron F. Morean. 


Mr. BRODHEAD presented five petitions of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
renewal of the patent granted to Austin and Zeb- 
ulon Parker for improvements upon reaction water- 
wheels; which were referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, a memorial of the Board of Trade and 
citizens of Philadelphia, praying the removal of 
obstructions from the mouth of the Mississippi 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


Also, five memorials of citizens of Pennsylva- | 
ena construction of a ship- | 


nia, praying the 
canal around the Falls of the St. Mary’s river; 
which were ordered to be laid on the table, as the 
subject is now before the Senate. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Montgomery 
county, Pennsylvania, praying that the bill pro- 
viding for the payment of the fourth installment of 


_ THE CONG 


I ask, if this inequality is to be per- | 


Would it not be in order to move | 


| the deposits of the proceeds of the sales of the 
| public lands, directed to be made with the several 
| States by the act of June 23, 1836, may become a 
| law; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 


|| nance. 
the object of the committee is merely to fix a | 
stake there for the purpose of showing that they | 


Mr. FISH presented the petition of Changuion 
P. Jervey and others, praying for an American 
register for the brig ‘* Marthaette Morse,”’ late 
the Belgian brig ‘* Enterprise; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHARLTON presented a memorial of the 
agent of the State of Georgia, praying that the 
| accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
| may be authorized to allow and pay all accounts 
intended to be provided for by act of Lith August, 
1842, * providing for the settlement of the claims 
of Georgia for the services of her militia,’’ when 
it shall be made to appear that the State has al- 
lowed and paid the same; which was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr MASON presented the memorial of R. M. 
Heath, agent for the State of Virginia, praying 
that certain moneys expended by said State in or- 
ganizing, &c., the Virginia regiment of volunteers 
for the Mexican war may be refunded; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of William and M. Dearinger, praying the cor- 
|| rection of an erroneous entry of land; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public 





sands. 


PROCEEDINGS ON THE DEATH OF MR. CLAY. 
Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Printing 


have instructed me to report the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the proceedings of the Senate and House 
| of Representatives on the death of Henry Clay, ordered by 
the Senate, and now in process of publication, bound 
under the direction of the Committee on Printing, by the 

binder of the Senate documents. 


Mr. CASS. I think there can be no objection 
to that resolution, and I hope it will be taken up 
and adopted immediately. 

No objection was made to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT. According to the rules of 
| the body, as it proposes to appropriate money out 
| of the contingent fund, it will be required to be 
| read three times. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think not. It cannot be 
possible. We have a contract made with the 
binder of the Senate, and all volumes that are or- 
dered to be printed are ordered to be bound, if 
they exceed a certain number of pages. This work 
does not come up to that number of pages, but 
being a work of this particular character, and one 
worthy of being preserved, and the I 1ouse of Rep- 
resentatives having adopted the principleof binding 
it, it is simply including it within the rule. 

The PRESIDENT. If such is the understand- 
ing of the Senate, the resolution will not be read 
three times. 

The resolution was then adopted. 


be 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill supplemental 
to the act approved March 3, 1851, to ascertain 

| and settle the private land claims in the State of 
| California, reported back the same, with a recom- 
|| mendation that it do not pass. 

(| Mr. GWIN. I shall at another time ask the 
indulgence of the Senate to make some remarks 
on that subject. I have been most grossly mis- 
represented in regard to the principles involved in 
|| that bill. I want to have an opportunity of ex- 
plaining it, and I feel pretty confident that I can 
do it in amanner to insure it the favorable consid- 
eration of the Senate, notwithstanding the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands are adverse to it. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the joint resolution 
to confer additional duties and powers on the So- 
licitor of the Treasury, reported it back without 
amendment. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the petition of Mrs. 
Maria Davis, praying a pension and bounty land, 
for the services of her son during the war with 
Mexico, submitted a report accompanied by a bill 
for her relief; which was read, and passed to the 
second reading. The report was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Rev. Richard Fuller, 
| praying that a pension may be allowed to the 
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| States lying in Black Rock, in the county of 
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mother of Captain James Stewart, of the United 
States Army, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill for the relief of Mrs. Claudia Stewart; which 


was read, and passed to the second reading. The 
report was ordered to be printed. 
RIGHT OF WAY TO ROADS. 
Mr. FELCH. The Committee on Public 


Lands, to which was referred House bill entitled 
** An act to grant the right of way to all rai! and 
plank roads and macadamized turnpikes passing 
through the public lands belonging to the United 
States,”’ have instructed me to report it back with- 
outamendment. A bill similar in character 
passed the Senate the otherday. Thisisa House 
vill; and I suppose the House, having passed it, 
will not act on the other. As the Senate nas once 
acted on a bill of the same kind, | ask that this 
may be considered now. 

No objection was made, and the Senate pr 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
W hole. 

It proposes to direct that the right of way shall 
be granted to all rail and plank roads or macadam- 
ized turnpike companies that are now or that 
may be chartered within ten years hereafter, over 
and through any of the public lands of the United 
States, over which any rail or plank road or ma 
adamized turnpikes are or may be authorized by 
an act of the Legislature of the respective States 
in which public lands may be situated; and the 
said company Or companies are thereby author- 
ized to survey and mark through the said public 
lands, to be held by them for the track of said 
road, one hundred feet in width: provided, that 
in ease where deep excavation or heavy embank- 
ment is required for the grade of such road, then 
at such places a greater width may be taken by 
such company, if necessary, not exceeding in the 
whole two hundred feet. 

It proposes also to grant other privileges, such 
as are granted to railroad companies, and with 
like limitations. 

And it proposes further to direct that the right 
of way through the public lands of the United 


its 


Erie 
and State of New York, shall ! ranted to the 
Lockportand Buffalo Railroad Company: provided 
j 
that, in the opinion of the President of the United 
States, such grant be not injurious to the public 
interest, and that the location shall be appr rved 
by the President as to the position and width of 
the said railroad: and provided further, that if the 
said railroad shall not be completed within two 
years, or if atany time after its completion the 


eg 


said railroad be discontinued or abandoned, the 
crant shall cease and determine. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the bill will be 
over. I should like to look into it. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator that we passed a bill of this character about 
the same time, or soon after this bill passed the 
House—a bill for the same purpose being in the 
two Housis at the same time. To save time, 
therefore, and to prevent any conflict in legusla- 
tion, the proposition now from the Committee on 
Public Lands is to take the House bill, which, in 
substance, is precisely the same as that passed by 
the Senate. 

No amendment being made, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate, ordered to be read a third 
time, and it was read a third time and passed. 


LAND DISTRICTS IN WISCONSIN. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I am instructed by 
the Committee on Public Lands, to which was 
referred House bill to establish additional land 
districts in the State of Wisconsin, to report it 
back and recommend its passage. As it ia a bill 
which will not consume any time, can lead to no 
discussion, is a measure of very great importance 
to the State, and has received the favorable action 
of the House, | am instructed to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to consider it now. 

No objection was made, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to establish two additional land 
districts in the State, and defines their boundaries, 
establishing the two land offices thereof respect- 
ivelv at Stevens’s Point and La Crosse, and au- 
thorizing the President of the United States to 
remove such offices to any other place in the dis- 
tricts whenever he may deem such removal ex- 
pedient, It also proposes to authorize the Presi- 
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dent to appoint, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, a register and receiver of the public 
moneys for each ‘of suid districts, who shall be 
ret quired respec tively to reside at the seat of said 
offices, and perform the duties and receive the 
compensation presc ribed by law in relation to other 
land offices; and if it should be found necessary 
to establish said districts during the recess of Con- 
gress, the !’resident is authorized to appoint such 
oft seers until the end of the next session of Con- 
gress: provided, however, that the act shall not 
vo into effect until at least six months after its 
it further proposes to direct the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to transfer 
all papers, &c., which may be necessary for the 
sale of the public lands, to the offices there! y con- 
stituted, 
The bill was reported to the Senate atneed 

amendment, ordered to a third reading, read ¢ 
third time and passed. 


BILL PASSED. 


The engrossed bill to constitute Alton, in the 
Siate of Lilinois, a port of delivery, was read 
third time and passed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF THE LAWS AND DEBATES 
OF CONGRESS. 

The joint resolution from the House of Repre- 
sentatives for the distribution of the laws of Con- 
gress and the debates thereon, was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library, as follows: 


Joint resolution providing for the distribution of the laws of 
Congress and the debates thereon. 

With a view to the cheap circulation of the laws of Con 
gress, and the debates contributing to the true interpretation 
thereof, and to make free the communication between the 
representative and constituent bodies: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United Statesof America in Congress assembled, That 
from and after the presentsession of Congress the Congres 
sional Globe and Appendix, which contain the laws and the 
de mene s thereon, shall pass free through the mails so long 

s the same shall be published by order of Congress : Pro 
wided,' That nothing herein shall be construed to authorize 
the circulation of the Daily Globe free of postage. 


THE ISTHMUS OF TEHUANTEPEC. 


A message from the President of the United 
States was received, by Mr. M. P. Fitumore, his 
Secretary, transmitting, in answer to a resolution 
of the Senate of the 19th instant, requesting the 
correspondence between the Government of the 
United States and that of the Mexican Republic, 
respectnng a right of way across the Isthmus of 
Tehuan tepec, a report from the Department of 
State, and the documents by which it was accom- 
panied. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the message and 
documents were referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

SECRETARY OF THE CENSUS BOARD. 

Mr. DAVIS asked and obtained the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to introduce a joint resolu- 
tion, € xplani itory of an act supplementary to the 
act approved 23d of May, 1850; which was read 
and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. DAVIS. Itis my purpose to moveto com- 
mit this resolution to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, if the Senate think it necessary. It is sim- 
ply explanatory of a law which was passed a few 
days since, which is within the knowledge of 
many gentlemen. [t is simply to give a construe- 
tion to that act. If it is thought necessary, [ will 
move to refer it to the Committee on the Judici- 
ary. 

Mr. BUTI.ER. I was not the member of the 
committee who reported the bill which this joint 
resolution proposes to explain and amend, and 
therefore, perhaps, [ ought not to speak; but the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts conferred 
with me, and it seems very obvious to me that the 

oint resolution ought to pass; that is, if Mr. 
W hittlesey is at liberty to give the construction to 
that act which may be insisted upon. It will give 
the clerk of the Census Board $5,590 instead of 

$2,500 or $3,000, if that act is not explained ac- 
cording to my clear understanding of lag much 
he ought to be paid. I think the joint resolution 
ought to pass without any reference. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask for the second reading of 
the joint resolutionnow, I think itought to pass, 
for the reason suggested by the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina, and ought to pass promptly. 
I desire that the joint resolution may be read, that 
the Senate may see what it is, 


yp issare. 


| claim put in for double pay; 
ing Clerk of the Census, and then of Secretary of 
lam informed that this Su- | 


| printed. 


| was completed. 
| to them thatI am aware of. 


The resolution was read as follows: 

‘* Resolved, &c., That the third section of the act entitled 
‘An act supplementary to an act providing for the taking 
‘of the Seventh and subsequent Censuses of the United 
‘States, and to fix the number of the members of the 
‘House of Representatives, and provide for their future 
‘apportioament aipong the several States,’ approved 23d of 
May, 1850, be so construed that no allowance as compen 
sation shall be allowed to any person for eonstructive or 
any other service rendered as Secretary to the Census Board 
aiter the Ist day of June, 1859.” 

The joint resolution was read a second time, by 
unanimous consent, and considered asin Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would remark, that in the act 
which we passed concernihg the representation of 
California, the subject of the census of that State 
was under consideration; and there is in that act 
a third section to which this resolution applies. I 
have not that section before me, but I have the 
original act, and can make myself understood 
from it. The twentieth section of the act of May, 
1850, is as follows: 

‘That for the purpose of carrying into effect this act, 
and detraying the preliminary expenses, there is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury, not otherwise 
appropriated, £159,000, out of which the said Secretary of 
the Interior may allow to the person employed as Secretary 
of the Census Board, a compensation after the rate of 
$3,000 per annum during the period he has been in empioy- 
ment.” 

The third section of the act, which we passed 
a short time ago, strikes out the words ‘has 
been,’’ and inserts ** may necessarily be.”’ 
told that under that amendment there has been a 
first, of Superintend- 


the Census Board. 
perintending Clerk, who was also Secretary of the 
Census Board, was allowed after the rate of 
$3,000 a year, up to the Ist day of June, 1850, 

when the census was required to be taken, that 
being the d: y fixed for the examination by the 
act of May 23, 1850. This act prescribes in an- 
other sec a Nini the Superintending Clerk shall 
have a salary after the rate of $2,500 a year. Now, 
upon what authority of right or for what service 
rendered to the Census Board, a claim in addition 
to the $2,500 can be sustained is beyond my com- 
prehension; but the amendment was made for some 
purpose, and must relate to this officer, since the 
amended section refers to his compensation as 
Secretary of the Census Board, and nothing else. 
I reported the act of 1850 under the direction of 
the committee, and it was not our purpose, or that 
of the Senate, to assign to this officer two distinet 
duties, or to give him compensation for two offi- 
ces. The act was so framed as to limit the com- 
pensation of the Secretary of the Census Beard 
to the post, and to transfer his duties, if any re- 

mained, to the Superintending Clerk. No other 

construction can be put upon the act, and hence 
the necessity of amending tt before extra pay can 
be allowed. Nothing is plainer than that this Su- 
perintending Clerk was to have the entire superin- 
tendence of the census, under the Secretary of the 
Interior, and that the office of Secretary of the 
Board was abolished by the appointment of such 
a clerk. 

I doubt if the Census Board has ever had a 
meeting from the Ist day of June, 1850, to this 
day, or has had anything to do. All the busi- 
ness confided to them was, in the first place, 
to prepare blank forms; and they were subse- 
quently directed to have the preliminary papers 
They were in process of printing at the 
time the bill passed, and they were directed in that 
bill to continue the care of this priating until it 
No other duty was ever ‘assigned 
If it be possible, 


| under the amended act, to give the construction to 
it which has been intimated, I think it is theduty | 


of the Senate to say that they did not mean to sanc- 
tion the existence of the two offices. No duties 
remained for the Secretary of the Board to per- 
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Iam | 


form which did not, as was intended, devolve upon 


the Superintending Clerk, and for which he is fully 
and liberally paid by his ‘salary. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 


EXPEDITION DOWN THE YUNI AND COLO- 


RADO RIVERS. 


Mr. GWIN offered the following resolution, 
and asked for its immediate consideration: 





July 28, 


transmit to the Senate, as soon as practicable, a copy of 
the expedition down the Yuni and the Colorado, under the 
command of Captain Sitgreaves, corps of "Ropographical 
Engineers, and of the maps belonging thereto: also the 
sketches aud views and illustrations of Indian customs. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 1 would like to have that 
matter explained. Ido not know what it is; but 
from all | can now gather, it appears to me to be 
designed to bring about the printing of another 
book by the Senate. 

Mr. GWIN. I should like to know on what 

| authority the Senator says this is designed to bring 
about the printing of a book. It was sent to me 
by the head of the Topographical Bureau, stating 
that it contained important information. | know 
as little about it as the Senator from Missouri; 
but take it for granted that Colonel Abert would 
not bring this matter here, or have sent it to me, 
unless it contained important information. He 
sent it to me witha note, requesting that it might 
be considered by the Senate. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Then I think it is prema- 
ture to consider it at thistime. I expected that 
the Senator from California would be able to give 

| us some information. Ido not know to what ex- 
tent this matter may go. Ido not know anything 
about it, or what it would cost to print it. 

Mr. GWIN. When the communication comes 
before the Senate, that will then be a question for 
consideration. The question of printing is not 
now before the Senate. The simple fact is this: 
That one of the officers of the Government has 

made an exploration of a portion of the territory 
of the United States not hitherto explored, and 
has prepared a statement of its results. We ask 
| to have this communicated to us. Whether it is 
| sufliciently useful to go to the expense of printing 
itis a question to be decided hereafter. 

Mr. MASON. Iam as much opposed to this 
| system of printing books as any Senator present; 
| but | am dec idedly of opinion that where explora- 
| tions have been made by intelligent officers of the 
| Army and Navy over portions of the American 

continent not hitherto explored, I think we can- 
not better expend a reasonable sum of the public 
| money than by printing and diffusing that inform- 
ation. I never heard of this before, and sup- 
pose that it is of that character, and I shall readily 
agree to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iask the Senate to take up the 
resolution which I offered yesterday, and on the 
question of taking it up I wish to say a word. 

In asking the Senate to take up this resolution 
for consideration, I say nothing of its merits, nor 
of the argument by which it may be maintained; 
nor dol anticipate any objection to it on these 
grounds. All this will properly belong to the dis- 
cussion of the resolution itself, when it is actuall 
| before the Senate. The single question now is— 
| not the resolution—but whether I shall be heard 
/upon it, As a Senator, under the responsibilities 
of my position, | have deemed it my duty to offer 
this resolution. I may seem to have postponed 
this duty to an inconvenient period of the session; 
but, had [ attempted it at an earlier day, | might 
then have exposed myself to a charge ef a differ- 
ent character. It might then have been said, that 
a new-comer, and inexperienced in the scene, 
without deliberation, hastily, rashly, recklessly, 
I pushed this question before the country. This 
is not the case now. I have taken time, and, in 
the exercise of my most careful discretion, now 
ask for it the attention of the Senate. I shrink 
from any appeal founded on a trivial personal con- 
sideration; but, should I be blamed for any delay 
latterly, | may add, that, though i in my seat daily, 
my bodily health for some time past down to this 
very week, has not been equal to the service I 
have undertaken. I am not sure that it is now. 
But I desire to try. 

And now, again, I say the question is simply, 
whether I shall be heard. In allowing me this 
privilege—this right, I may say—you do not com- 
mit yourselves in any way to the principle of the 
resolution; you merely follow the ordinary usage 
of the Senate, and yield toa brother Senator the 
opportunity which he craves, in the practical dis- 
charge of his duty, to express convictions dear to 
| his heart, and dear to large numbers of his constit- 
| uents. For the sake of those constituents, for my 
own sake, I now desire to be heard. Make such 








Resolved, That the Secretary of the War Department disposition of my resolution afterwards as to you 
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shall seem best; visit upon me any degree of criti- 
cism, censure, or displeasure; but do not deprive 
me of a hearing. “ Strike, but hear.’ 

The PRESIDENT. The motion of the Sen- 
ator is, | presume, to postpone the prior orders, 
with the view of taking up that resolution. 

Mr. SUMNER. It is. 

Mr. MASON. It is the undoubted right of 
every Senater to introduce into this body any sub- 
ject which, in his judgment, is appropriate to the 
occasion; but there is a correlative right on the 
part of the Senate to consider it, or not, as they 
think proper. Now, I! object to the consideration 
of this resolution at this time; but from no dis- 
courtesy to the gentleman who has introduced it; 
from no objec tion, at a proper time, to consider 
the question involved in the resolution, if any 
gentleman here, on his Senatorial responsibility, 
chooses to bring it up; but I object to it, because 
it is manifest, at this late period of the session, 
that the Senate can give it no further consideration 
than to hear the remarks of the Senator who in- 
troduces it. It is not, therefore, introduced for 
any practical object; and because of its disturbing 
character—because, whenever it does come before 
the Senate, it comes in the form of a fire-brand, l 
will say, that till the Senate is prepared to con- 
sider it, and pass upon it, I object to its consider- 
ation; and upon the question of taking up the 
resolution, | ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROOKE. | merely wish to state, Mr. 
President, that the State which I have the honor, 
in part, to represent upon this floor, an! also the 
State that is so worthily represented by my friend 
who sits on my left, [Mr. Cuarvron,] stand in a 
peculiar attitude in reference to this question. Both 
of these States have in the most solemn manner, by 
means of conventions—not mere party conven- 
tions, but conventions assembled by requisition of 
their Legislatures—declared in the most solemn 
and emphatic manner that the repeal, or essential 
modification, of the fugitive slave law shall be re- 
garded by them as a sufficient cause for the disso- 
lution of this Union. This, sir, is no idle threat. 
It is a threat which J believe will certainly be car- 
ried into execution with the full concurrence of the 
whole South whenever that act shall be done. 
Then, sir, I can regard this proposition as no less 
than to instruct the Committee on the Judiciary 
to bring ina bill to dissolve this Union; and I can- 
not consent—courtesy or no courtesy—that such 
a question should be mooted at this late day of 
the session. Sir, we in the State of Mississippi 
do not regard this fugitive slave law as of any es- 
sential benefit to us. Our negroes in the State of 
Mississippi seldom, if ever, escape to the north- 
ern States; and when they do escape, we consider 
the time, and trouble, and expense of recapturing 

nem as being more than they are worth. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi must be aware that the resolution is not 
under consideration. 

Mr. BROOKE. I am aware, Mr. President, 
that it is not; and | am giving reasons why it 
should not be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator is not enter- 
ing into the merits of the resolution ? 

Mr. BROOKE. No,sir. As Iwas remarking, 
we do not regard this law as having any merits 
so far as we,in Mississippi, are concerned; but 
its repeal would be an act of bad faith—an act 
showing that no faith can or will be kept by our 
northern brethren with us; and we contend thata 
Union preserved under such circumstances, would 
be worse than no Union at all. Hence Il am op- 
posed that, at this stage of the session, a question 
so momentious should be brought before us. I 
disclaim any intention to exhibit a want of cour- 
tesy towards the Senator from Massachusetts in 
refusing my vote to take up this resolution, and I 
think I have given reasons which should be satis- 
factory. I therefore move to lay the whole sub- 

ject upon the table. 

Mr. CHARLTON. Will the Senator from 
Mississippi withdraw that motion for a moment ? 
I will renew it. 

Mr. BROOKE. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CHARLTON. Me. President, it is my 
misfortune to have differed with the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts on another occasion, 
as well as to do so on this occasion, on a question 
of the courtesy of this House. lam sorry to do 
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to offer any courtesy to that gentleman. But the 
question before us is some thing more than a ques- 
uon ef courtesy. It is ; question, as the Senator 
from Mississippi (Mr. Brooke] has just said, of 
vital importance to this Union, and particularly to 
the S:ate which | have the honor in part to repre- 
sent. Mr, President, look at the position of af- 
fairs in this body. Your tables are now loaded 
with bills, bills of a most important and necessary 
character; appropriation bills, bills necessar y for 
the purpose of carrying on the machiner y of our 
Government; and all these must stand still that « 
resolution may be debated, which will have the 
effect, if it have any effect at all, to rend in pieces 
this Union. I say rend in pieces, for the State of 
Georgia stands pledged that the moment the fugi- 
tive slave law is repealed, come what will, come 
what may, at once to dissolve the ties which she 
owes to it; and having thrown down that gauntlet, 
neither | nor any of my constituents will be willing 
to recede from it. 

If the Senator from Massachusetts will look a 
little, and only a litte beyond his own coast, he 
will see the humiliating spectacle of the star-span- 
gled banner—I will not say trailing in the dust— 
but at half-mast, and the crew and captain of a 
vessel in charge of one of the captains of a national 
vessel of Great Britain. And if he turns his atten- 
tion back from that humiliating spectacle to this 
Chamber, he will see every Senator ready to pro- 
tect the interest of the country and the property of 
his constituents; he will see every one ready, dis- 
regarding every sectional pre judice and feeling, to 
give his property and his blood for the protection 
of the property of citizens of any portion of this 
Confederacy. 

Just at this time, when we know where the brunt 
of this war is to fall, if there be a war, we know 
our condition upon our southern borders; but we 
do not look at those consequences when the in- 
terests of the Confederacy are at stake, and we are 
willing to sacrifice everything for the good of this 
glorious Union. Just at this time, when we are 
ready to make any sacrifice which the Union calls 
for trom us, he asks us to break down the oniy 
guard for the protection of our property; he asks 
us to hold ourselves recreant to our own rights, 
and take up this resolution to the disregard of the 
great mass of business which we are called upon 
by our constituents to perform. 

I am ready to consider the question involved in 
the resolution when it comes up in its order. I do 
not wish to gag the gentleman. I feel a personal 
respect for him, and | am willing to extend every 
courtesy to him which is reasonable; but there is 
a bound beyond which courtesy may not extend. 

It is my good fortune to be a Union Demoerat, 
and | am not ashamed of my position. I know 
that I, as well as a great body of men with whom 
I was associated in Georgia, have been held up to 
scorn and reproach, because we were willing to 
abide by the compromise, the fugitive slave law 
being a prominent feature of it. We were willing 
to take it. We did not stop to consider whether 
full justice had been done to us, but we saw in the 
effort to come to a compromise, a returning sense 
of justice, and we were not willing to cut loose 
from the glorious bond that held us to the north- 
ern Democracy, who had stood by us through 
good and through evil report. We were ready to 
do battle for the star-spangled banner whilst this 
compromise was respected by the North, but that 
was the extent to which we were willing to go. 

As I have said, we adopted the compromise as 
a peace-offering. Lepeal the fugitive slave law 
and we are absolved; break that, and Georgia is 

not true to herself if she continues dishonored in 
this Confederacy. Let them class me as they 
please, [ama Union Democrat. I love this glo- 
rious Confederacy ; it would bring tears to my 
eyes to have it dissolved. I love it, and I look 
upon it as a last trial of an experiment to show 
that a free people ean govern themselves. ‘There 
was an old prophecy relating to Rome, ‘* when 
stands the Coliseum Rome will stand, when falls 
the Coliseum Rome will fall, and when Rome falls, 
the world.’* But still lam unwilling to go one 
inch beyond the line which has been drawn. Why 

should I, upon any principle of personal courtesy, 
vote to allow a resolution to be taken up which is 
either useless or worse than useless? For it is use- 

less, if it is merely to spend the time of the Senate 
upon a subject in listening to its discussion, when 


it; for it would give me great pleasure to be able || we do not intend to act upon it; and it is worse 
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than useless if its effect will be to dissolve this 


Unien. Shall 1 vote for it? No; Twill net. I 
tell the Senator from Massachusetts that | mean 

»> him. | have known him 
long, and I acknowledge that I have received 


7 


no personal disrespect t 


courtesies from him; but on a question of this 
oharacter, Where the interests of my State are col- 
cerned, | should teel myself recreant to my State 
and to myselt,if | should vote for it. And | say, 
in the face of this nation, that if the fugitive slave 
law is repealed, then the gentleman may say, as I 
would say, ** My native land, good night;"’ good 
night to all your prosperity and to all your great- 
ness, and come what will, come what. 
have exhausted the a: 

by our arms.”’ 

"Mr. GWIN. I move that this su! ject be laid 
on the table, for the purpose ol taki 
dian appropnation bill, 

Mr. PRATT. But the yeas ai i navs have 


been ordered on the question of taking up the 


may. ** we 


iment, abd we wil stand 


Fr up the Ln- 


resolution, and I desire to have them. 
Mr.GWIN. Then I withdraw my motion to 
lay on the table 


‘Mr. SHIELDS. 


I do not know that I under 


| stand the question before the Senate, Mr. Presi 


dent, having just come In, 

Ihe PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, {Mr 
St meen Ss to postpon e the previous orders for the 
purpose of taking up the resolution he ollered yes- 
terday. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will ask for the: 
the resolution by the Secretary. 


e vy if of 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


*€ Resulved, That the Committee on the Juriciary be r 
quested to consider the expediency of reporting a till tor 
the immediate repeal of th act of Congress, 
September ls, 1650, usually Known as the * fugitive slay 
act.” 


Mr. SHIELDS. Asa member of this body I 
am decidedly opposed to that resolution, and shall 
vote against it whenever it comes up for discus 
sion. But that is not the question now, and it 
occurs to me that Senators have attached too much 
importance to the motion which is really before 
the Senate. 

I felt that there was great force in the observa- 
tions which fell from the Senator from Virginia 
{[Mr. Mason] yesterday. There was very great 
force in what that Senator observed, that the 
resolution being 


ipproved 


brought in at this late stage of 
the session, at a ume when we are almost over- 
whelmed with business, 
by the Senate—no opportunity for reply being 
afforded. The principle involved by the resolu 
tion being a mere 
held it to be now—and the resolution itself being 
merely introduced order to give the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumner] an oppor 
tunity of addressing the Senate, | think it is a 
great pity that the tume of the Senate should be 
wasted by it now. I recret that the Senator has 
deemed it necessary to his position, or to himself, 


it could not be considered 


abstract question—for such I 


to bring such a resolution Sentane but having 
done so, the only question is whether you will 
permit him to be heard or not. Wi ; you deprive 
a member of this body of the right of expressing 
his views on a subject that, for ought we know, 
may interest him? Will you compel him to be 
silent? 

I have sat in this Senate, and have listened to 
treason, uttered by honorable Senators, and yet 
we have listened patiently; and I ask Senators 
from the South to consider whether anything will 
be gained by preventing a gentleman from being 
heard on a question like this. Can we gain any- 
thing by stifling his voice on this sub yjec I am 
as decidedly opposed to the agitation of this ques 
tion as any Senator in this body, and while ls i 
vote against any law to modify or change the fu- 
gitive slave act, unless it be found de fe tive in its 
operation, and with a view to strengthen it, yet if 
there is a motion made to lay the resolution on the 

table, I shall vote against laying it on the table. 
i will hear what the gen tleman has to say; and 
more than that, I have a peculiar curiosity at this 
stage of affairs in our country to hear what this 
third party has to say, so that we may know how 
they are to stand in the coming presidential con- 
test. I take it that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts means to give an exposé of their views and 
intended proceedings. | want that third party 
| formed, for one, and I would not stifle it for a mo- 
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ment. £ will give it all the encouragement [ can. 
i want men to be classified in the coming election, 
and that those in the northern States, my own as 
well as the rest, may be so classified, in order 
that we may know how many are disposed to 
favor the repeal of the fugitive slave law. We 
shall lose nothing, in my opinion, by a classifica- 
tion. 

I shall vote against the resolution itself, and 
against any reagitation of this question; but, at 
the same time, | mean never to give a vote to pre- 
vent any gentleman from being heard in this body. 
Let him come from what quarter he may, I will 
hear him, whatever he may choose to say. I 
would, therefore, suggest that the honorable Sen- 
ator postpone his resolution and speech until Sat- 
urday. It will interfere then with none of the 
legitimate business. I hope we may all agree to 
give the gentleman a hearing on that day. I have 
not the least idea that his speech will ever rend 
the union of these States asunder. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, | differ entirely 
from the honorable Senator from [llinois with re- 
gard to extending courtesy to a Senator here, to 
speak on any subject which hechooses to present 
before the Senate. If the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts were to introduce a resolution here to in- | 


struct the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire 
into the expediency of reporting a bill to dissolve 
this Union, I should like to know whether the 
Senator from Hlinois would vote in favor of his 
having an opportunity to speak on such a resolu- 
tion? Now, Mr. President, 1 recollect very dis- 
tinetly, some ten years ago, that, upon the occa- 
sion of a gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
John Quincy Adams) bringing forward a mem- 
orial in the other House of Congress in favor of 
dissolving this Union, there was a weeks’ discus- 
sion, and he was very nearly being expelled from 
the House. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The honorable Senator will 
permit me to say that a treasonable proposition— 


a proposition openly and flagrantly treasonable— | 


of course this Senate should not entertain. I 
should not vote for such a thing as that. I have 
already said that I should not vote for this resolu- 
tion. [shall vote against it, and against any bill 
that may be brought in in favor of such a propo- 
sition. 

Mr. GWIN. Well, sir, [ look upon the two 
propositions as one and the same. I think that 
the resolution which has been introduced by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, proposing to instruct 
the Judiciary Committee to report a bill to repeal 
the fugitive slave law, is equivalent to introducing 
a resolution to dissolve the Union; because we all 
know that the repeal of that law would produce 
that result. We have just heard it from the Sen- 
ators from Mississippi and Georgia, that their 
States were bound to, and they would act upon it. 
I have no doubt that the repeal of that law would 


dissolve the Union; and therefore, the introducing | 
of this resolution | look upon as equivalent to in- | 
treducing one to inquire into the expediency of | 
dissolving the Union; and hence, there is no de- | 


gree of courtesy I could be asked to extend to any 
Senator, that would justify me, in my judgment, 


as a representative of one of the States of this | 
Confederacy, in voting in favor of this discus- 


sion. Therefore, although [ should desire to ex- 


in this case. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, like the Sena- | 
tor from Massachusetts, | am anxious to be heard, | 
and [ came into the Senate this morning after | 
riding the entire night, for the express purpose of || 
being heard—not upon the fugitive slave law, nor || 
upon any other question calculated to have effect || 


upon the pending presidential election. I make 
my speeches on those subjects elsewhere, and come 


here to make speeches upon practical subjects of | 


legislation. The Senate postponed the bill to pro- 
tect the emigrant route to Oregon and California, 
with the amendments for a railroad to the Pacific, 
until this day. The Committee on Territories 
having reported the bill, and it having been post- 
poned until to-day, |, as chairman of the committee, 
expected to be called upon to explain its provisions; 
and I do think that the subject of a railroad to the 
Pacific ocean is a matter of more practical import- 
ance to the nation, the people of the United States, 
and the world, than a speech upon the fugitive 
slavelaw. Hence, I shall insist upon adhering to 


{ . . . 
] the practical matters of legislation before us, and 


shall refuse tc extend any act of courtesy to any 
gentleman to make a mere theoretical or a political 
speech intended to operate upon the presidential 
election, or fan the flames of discord that have so 
| recently divided this great people. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 suppose I may feel myself 
_ineluded in the appeal which has been nude to 
entlemen from the South, by the Senator from 
Hllinois, [Mr. Sureips;] but there is no man more 
averse to this question of debate. | have said 
here openly, onl somewhat under the censure of 
the Senate at the time I did so, that I would not be 
/ compelled to vote for a measure which looked to 
the suppression either of presenting petitions or of 
the right of debate. I have long seen that efforts 
to arrest agitation by attempting to exclude peti- 
tions and close debate are vain. I know it will go 
on. I believe the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts is pledged to agitate. However, that may 
be beyond the matter; and, therefore, I would be 
perfectly willing, as he is bound to do it, [ sup- 
pose, under very high obligations to his constitu- 
ents, to give him leave at any time to speak on 
this subject when the other side can be heard. A 
fair field and a clear sky upon this subject, and I 
fear nothing. ButI feel myself embarrassed very 
much by the peculiar attitude and the peculiar junc- 
ture of affairs at this time; and I feel a conflict be- 
tween a sense of duty—I may say a sense of duty 
to every Senator—and courtesy. But, if this sub- 
| ject is taken up, the fact cannot be disguised that 
the Senator himself will be bound to make allu- 
sion to South Carolina and her laws 

Mr. SUMNER. [I shall not. 
Mr. BUTLER. Then I shall be clear, per- 
haps. [Laughter.] I do not know how it can 
be discussed very well without some allusion of 
the kind. However, I suppose the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts would not like it to be 





said that he has played the part of a parliament- | 


ary rhetorician here. I believe he would not like 
it to be said of him, that he had risen to play the 
orator before the Senate of the United States, and 
to make a speech merely. If he intends anything 
he ought to have before him, under the responsi- 
bility of a Senator, and especially of a Senator 
from Massachusetts, a dignity of purpose. And 
does he intend to carry out the purpose of refer- 
ring this to the Judiciary Committee, with a view 
to have it acted upon? Or is it merely a pretense 
to give him an opportunity to make an oratorical 
display before the Senate, and make the proceed- 
ings of the Senate the vehicle of communication 
for his speech throughout the United States, and 
wash deeper and deeper the channel through which 
flow the angry waters of agitation al@eady ? 

If that is his object, | must be allowed to say, 
when he undertakes to agitate, perhaps the true 
current cannot be controlled, unless there is some 
counteracting influence upon his speech. 
this much to the gentleman himself. 
must have an influence. I suppose it is intended 
to have an influence; and, therefore, I feel ex- 
tremely embarrassed on this subject, as I have 
heretofore said, that | did not intend to suppress 
discussion or exclude petitions. 
barrassed upon the vote I shall give than I have 
upon almost any other subject, and I am inclined 


|| to think that I shall not vote at all in reference to | 
tend all reasonable courtesy to the Senator from | 
Massachusetts, 1 cannot comply with his request | 


the matter, but leave it to others to decide it. 
Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, if this were 
a mere question of courtesy, l apprehend I should 


sachusetts as any one here. But, while I will not 
say that it rises above courtesy, and extends as 
far as some Senators seem to consider it—the ques- 
tion of the integrity of this Union—I will say that 
it isa question materially affecting the practical 
| business before this body. We have recently 
| passed a resolution, after some considerable de- 

Lesh, in which we have solemnly determined—we 
have brought ourselves ander a solemn obliza- 


the last day of August, to the practical business 
| of the country, for which we were sent here, and 
|| for want of which no one can deny that the coun- 
|| tey is to some extent suffering, and is destined to 
| suffer still more. For that reason, without un- 
| dertaking to give any other—deeming that suffi- 


| feel more em- | 


be as ready to extend it to the Senator from Mas- | 
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anything unusual in refusing to the Senator from 
Massachusetts the taking up of his resolution out 
of its order at this time, and considering it. Noth- 
ing is more common in the proceedings of this 


body than to refuse to take up a question that is 


'| order of business. 


not considered of practical importance, to the post- 
| ponement and exclusion of other matters which 


all acknowledge to be matters of practical import- 
ance, and which have precedence in the regular 
I myself, although I have ex- 
perienced the courtesy of the Senate in many in- 
stances, have made motions to take up important 


| business which was before the Senate out of its 


| tion—that we will devote our time from this to | 


order, and have been refused. There is not a Sen- 


/ator, [ apprehend, upon this floor, who has felt 
| interested in bills for his own State—if that be dis- 


| courtesy—who has not received discourtesy from 


the hands of the Senate, upon asking to take up 
business which the Senate recognized and acknow- 
ledged to be of vital interest to the constituents of 
the Senator making the proposition. But I have 
never considered it a discourtesy. I have never 
supposed that any other Senator considered it a 
discourtesy to be refused precedence for business 
in which he took a special interest over all other 
business. Why, then, should it be considered an 
act of discourtesy to the Senator from Massachu- 


| setts? Why should it be considered anything un- 
/ usual to refuse now to take up and consider his 


resolution, to the postponement and exclusion of 
all the important business of the session, in the 


| very last month of the session, when everything 


| haste? 


must necessarily be considered in some degree of 
Why should it be considered an act of 


| discourtesy to him to refuse to postpone every 
| other interest, however important, to take up and 


consider that which I apprehend neither he him- 
self nor any other Senator upon this floor would 
say is to have any practical operation here—cer- 
tainly no beneficial operation—upon the business 


_ which is pending before us, and which it is our 
solemn duty to attend to, at this time, and attend 
| to assiduously. 


There is, in my opinion, no disguising the fact, 
that if this subject is discussed by one Senator, it 
will call forth discussion from other Senators, and 
there is no telling, when it is once open, when it 
will be closed. Now, Mr. President, I appeal to 
the two great parties who compose this Senate, as 
the representatives of the American States, 
whether, when we adopted the compromise meas- 
ures so called, we did not make a solemn pledge, 
and if both parties do not now stand pledged, not 
only by their votes here but by their Conventions 
recently held in a neighboring city, to pursue such 


/a course as shall keep out of the councils of the 
| nation and the public discussions of the country, 
as far as they may be able to do so, all consider- 
ation of this subject, which has always been agi- 
tating to the country—which has always be 


I say || 
His speech | 


evil in its consequences, and dangerous to the i 

tegrity of this Union? I may say here, as | have 
often said to my constituents, that to many of 
those measures I was opposed. I am not going, 
Mr. President, into a discussion of their merits. 
I simply wish to state my position. When those 
measures were passed by constitutional majorities 
in the two Houses of Congress, and received the 
official sanction of the President of the United 
States, whatever opposition I might have felt to 
them, I felt bound by a sense of duty to the coun- 
try to yield my opposition, and acquiesce, for the 
sake of peace, and quiet, and harmony in the 
country, and the preservation of this Union. But 
if Senators and Representatives who had objec- 
tions, and yielded them upon considerations of 
this sort, feel bound now to sustain the measures 


| for the great object for which they were passed, 

| and to sustain what has been said to be the ac- 

| complishment of that great object, I ask, if the 

ee who approved of them, who voted for 
’ 


| them al 


| our 


‘| cient—I shall vote against the consideration of this || 


|| resolution at this time. 
| I think Senators have erred, to some extent in 
|| supposing that we commit a discourtesy, or do 


who sustained them here, and proclaimed 
them as a ‘* peace-offering,”’ and as having accom - 
plished the object, if they are not bound now to 
carry out the pledge solemnly made, and since so 
often solemnly reiterated, and by their votes, and 


| by their decided action here, keep agitation out of 


the Senate of the United States, and leave the 
matter at peace so far as we can, and attend to 
ractical duties? For these considerations, I 
shall vote against considering the resolution. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to be likely that we 
shall consume all our time in this preliminary de- 
bate. 
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